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All Solicitors should bring 
to the notice of their 
clients a pamphlet 
bearing the above title 
explaining a _ simple 
scheme which brings 
within the reach of all 
an effective means of 
assisting their Country 
in the present difficult 


times, The pamphlet is 


issued by the LEGAL 
AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


of 10, Fleet Street, E.C. 4, 
and a free copy will be 


gladly sent on application. 
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Cases Reported this Week. 


Daniel v. Rogers (Florence Fantini, Claimant) . 

Frost v. King Edward VII. Welsh National Memorial 
Association for the Prevention, Treatment, and 
Abolition of Tuberculosis 

Re Hampton. Hampton v. Mawer 

Montefiore v. Menday Motor Components Co. (Li-n.) ...... 

Norris v. Norris and Smith 

Wickins v, Wickins 


Current Topics. 


The War Savings Meeting. 

Our READERS will be interested in the report we give this 
week of the Lawyers’ Meeting on War Savings, which was held 
on Monday with the Lord Chancellor in the chair, The Lord 
Chancellor’s address in particular was a striking and stimu- 
lating appeal to the national spirit in the present crisis, and 
it may be confidently anticipated that the meeting will realise 
the hopes of the promoters. 





The War Orders and Proclamations. 

WE Give this week an index to the War Orders aad Pro- 
clamations which we have printed in the present volume, This 
incorporates and carries on the index which we printed on 
16th February (ante, p. 318). In order to furnish as far as 
possible a complete guide to the present copious output of 
Orders we are obliged frequently to omit considerable por- 
tions, but we endeavour to give enough to indicate the nature 
and scope of each. . 


The Birthday Honours. 

Tue tist of Birthday Honours, which appears to be excep- 
tionally long, includes a number of names of counsel and 
solicitors. Sir Witu1am Buti becomes a Privy Councillor; 
Mr. J. G. Burtcuer, K.C., and ‘Lieut.-Colonel Ruys Wi1- 
L1aMS, K.C., are made baronets; and knighthoods are con- 
ferred on Mr. T. W. Lewis, Stipendiary Magistrate at Car- 
diff, Mr. Lew1ts Cowarp, K.C., Mr. R. B. D. Murr, Mr. E. 
E. Witp, K.C., and Mr. W. E. Foster, for nearly forty 
years coroner for the Aldershot division of Hants; also on Mr. 
Epear C. Sanpers, Clerk to the Liverpool Justices. These 
distinctions mark either legal or political services, and some 
of them—such as that of Mr. Murr—follow well-settled prece- 
dents. But perhaps the most interesting item in the list is 
the conferring of a knighthood on Mr. J. W. Satmonp, the 
Solicitor-General for New Zealand, whose works on Juris- 
prudence and Torts are among the most important contribu- 
tions to legal literature of recent years. 


The Protection of the Public Trustee. 
PuBLIc OFFICIALS are always subject to criticism, and even 
when the criticism passes the limits of what is just and reason- 
able and degenerates into abuse, they are usually wige in 
ignoring it. Possibly Sir Cuartes Stewart, so far as he is 











personally concerned, would have been willing to ignore the 
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libellous statements made about him by Sir Henry SmaLiman ; 
for, whatever differences of opinion there may have been as 
to the extent to which .private trusts are suitable for official 
administration, everyone, we believe, acquainted with the 
Public Trustee and his office admits that his duties have been 
carried out, not only zealously, but with tact and a genuine 
regard for the welfare of the beneficiaries over whose interests 
he watches. However, whether the Public Trustee was will- 
ing to remain quiet or not, the Attorney-General considered it 
imperative to take steps for his protection, and the 
proceedings on Tuesday in the King’s Bench Division before 
Avory, J., and a special jury (7imes, 5th inst.) led to a 
complete withdrawal of the charges and an assurance that they 
would not be repeated. This, of course, was the only possible 
result when the matter came into Court and was in the hands 
of Counsel. 


The Exchange of Prisoners. 


Ir wit be seen with interest that Sir Gzorcz Cave has 
been appointed, with Lord NewTon and General BEeFiELp, to 
act as one of the British delegates at the Hague Conference 
on the Exchange of Prisoners. No doubt Mr. Justice 
Youncer’s duties, both judicial and otherwise, have inter- 
fered with his being a delegate again, and the appointment of 
the Home Secretary, while supplying, as regards legal qualifi- 
cations and the judicial temperament, the place of Sir Ropert 
Youncer, has advantages that Sir Ropert YOUNGER’s appoint- 
ment could not secure: It appears from the debate in the 
House of Lords on Wednesday that the War Office, are still 
opposed to the Government policy of exchange of prisoners, 
and the appointment of Sir Grorce Cave may, we hope, be 
taken as an indication that the Government policy will pre- 
vail; and, further, the presence at the Conference of a pro- 
minent member of the Government is an appreciable advance 
to that general negotiation which alone, so far as can be fore- 
seen, will bring the present bloodshed and ruin to an end, and 
give a chanc® for the settlement of Europe. 


Prolongation of a Patent. 


FERRANTI’S PATENT of 1903 for an improved apparatus for 
doubling and spinning machinery has recently been prolonged 
by Sarcant, J., for seven years from the date when it expired 
in August, 1917 (ante, p. 534). The object which the 
patentee, who is the well-known electrician, had in view was 
to increase largely the speed of work without affecting the 
quality of the product. By the ordinary machinery a speed 
of 8,000 to 10,000 revolutions per minute of the spindles is 
obtained; by the patentee’s method 20,000 revolutions per 
minute can be obtained, and this is tantamount to doubling 
production. This was obviously a valuable invention ; but the 
patentee was unable to get it taken up by the spinning trade, 
so that when he came to the court for a prolongation, he not 
only had received no remuneration, but was considerably out 
of pocket. The reasons why the trade had not taken up the 
invention were, mainly, that they were reluctant to scrap their 
existing machinery, which had worked extremely well, until 
they were fully satisfied by observation of practical commer- 
cial working that the new machinery would not only give 
certain definite advantages, but would also give as good and 
continuous a practical working as that to which they had been 
accustomed ; and for reasons which commended themselves to 
Sarcant, J., there had been hitherto no such practical 
commercial working by the patentee and his associates. To reap 
any substantial benefit from the prolongation, the patentee 
and his associates will obviously have to start using the inven- 
tion on a commercial scale, but of course the war and its 
consequences create a difficulty in doing this. 


Conveyancing Reform. 

A LEARNED correspondent inquires if we have noticed that 
Lord Batrovur or Buriercax’s Committee have reported in 
favour of universal compulsory registration. If he will be 
good enough to refer to our issue of 4th May (ante, p. 502), he 
will find that we gave prominence to the proposal in an article 
which summarized the report—‘ Commercial and Industrial 





————— 

Policy after the War ’’—o far as it specially interests lawyers, 
and we called attention to the fact that registration was asked 
for, not on its merits, but as a means of excluding alien in- 
fluence. The question was raised by the Spectator last week 
(1st June) in an article on the report of Mr. Leste Scort’s 
Committee on the Acquisition of Land for Public Purposes 
(ante, pp. 419, 436), and it is there suggested that for acquisi- 
tion of land for public purposes, by agreement as well as com- 
pulsorily, the expenses of land transfer must be diminished : — 
“For even when the problem of compulsory powers HAs been 
solved, the question of the legal costs of transfer still remains, and 
those costs equally hinder voluntary transfers. In spite of all the 
legal reforms effected in the past fifty years, the conveyance of land 
remains an expensive process, so expensive, indeed, that the relative 
cost is almost prohibitive in the case of small parcels of land. One 

is tempted to suspect that the costliness of the system is maintained 
partly out of regard for the feelings and pockets of solicitors and 
conveyancing barristers.’ y. 


The Question of Registration of Title. 

THe pont that small parcels of land cannot be transferred 
without undue expense has been, if we remember rightly, fre- 
quently disproved. But that there are difficulties incident to 
land transfer which require to be got rid of is generally ad- 
mitted. These are, in the main, the complications in title 
arising out of settlements; the necessity for the repeated 
investigation of title by successive purchasers; the necessity 
of inspecting title deeds, scattered. it may be, among different 
firms of solicitors; and the possibility of fraud by the forgery 
of deeds. One way of getting rid of these difficulties is to 
adopt a complete system of registration of title. But this 
means expense and trouble—whether undue expense and undue 
trouble we need not now inquire. Methods intermediate 
between the existing system of private conveyancing and the 
existing system of registration of title have been proposed, 
and these should avoid the above difficulties without introduc- 
ing new expense and trouble by complete registration. But 
complete compulsory registration is pretty sure to come, unless 
this middle course is found and shewn to be practicable. Lord 
Hatpane and his ‘‘ Advisory Committee’? were engaged on 
the task, but their labours were rudelv interrupted by the 
war. Hitherto the matter has been allowed by lawyers to 
sleep, but the passages cited or referred to above shew that 
others will not let it sleep, and we think it is time that steps 
were taken to move again in the matter. 


The Land Value Duties. 

THE ARTICLE in the Spectator referred to abcve also calle 
attention to the impediments to the development of land for 
building purposes which have been created by the Land Value 
Duties introduced by the Finance Act, 1910:— 

‘In practice these duties have yielded no revenue, but they have 
prevented the development of land for building purposes ; for the 
Courts have construed the words of the statute in such a way as to 
render land which has been developed by the enterprise of the owner 
or of a builder liable to Increment. Value Duty upon the added value 
which this enterprise has given it.”’ 

The reference, of course, is to the Lumsden case (1914, A. C. 
877), and in 1914 it was proposed by the Revenue Bill then 
before Parliament to introduce a new mode of valuation so 
as to meet this point. That Bill was dropped, and we believe 
the provision has not been incorporated in any subsequent 
Finance Bill, and it is for the time of less importance, since 
building has been stopped by other causes. An attempt has 
been made this week in the House of Commons to introduce 
into the present Finance Bill a clause providing for the cessa- 
tion of the collection of the Increment Value, Undeveloped 
Land, and Reversion Duties, but, as appears from the report, 
which we reprint from the Times on another page, it has 
failed. The matter, it seems, is too controversial to be taken 
up. So there the matter rests for the present. As regards 
Undeveloped Land Duty, however, we are under the impres- 
sion that no attempt is being made now to collect it. 


Triels Withcut Counsel. 
THERE ARE many morals which arise out of the cause célébre 


of Rex v, Pemberton Billing (Times, 5th inst.), which ended 
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at the Old Bailey in a dramatic verdict of ‘‘ Not guilty.’”’ We 


trust that it is not ungracious to point out that the extra- 
ordinary way in which the proceedings were conducted illus- 
trates the fallacy of the popular notion that lawyers are 
responsible for the -length, chicanery and bitterness which 
sometimes mark trials, civil or criminal. Of course, the truth 
is that lawyers are a moderating element in the strife between 
litigants. They smooth down animosities, avoid offensive 
personalities, disdain ‘‘ blows beneath the belt,’’ and ‘main- 
tain a high standard of truthfulness, relevancy, dignity, and 
courtesy. After the spectacle which Mr. BILLIne’s case pre- 
sented to the spectators of his trial, probably no sensible person 
will fail to appreciate the wisdom of leaving counsel to conduct 
legal proceedings. The innocent popular illusions about pro- 
fessional advocates, which recently suggested to Mr. Haves 
Fisner and Sir Auvcktanp Geppes their removal from the 
arena of the military tribunals, led at once to a protest on the 
part of those tribunals themselves which at the time rather 
surprised a good many.critics in the Press. They had not 
expected persons in a judicial position to feel any keen desire 
for the assistance of counsel. Let us hope that Mr. Justice 
Dar.ine’s sufferings at the mercy of a layman-advocate, who 
knew not the law of evidence, will have enlightened those critics 
as to the reasons why judges prefer to have cases before them 
argued by counsel. We must express our sympathy with the 
learned Judge in the extremely difficult situation in which 
he found himself. It is not easy to conduct a trial which 
commences with an attack on your own impartiality, which 
presently develops a covert attack on your moral attitude, and 
which soon leads to furious personalities at your expense on 
the part of witnesses who have lost their heads and their 
tempers. That Mr. Justice Dartine stood his ground so 
firmly as he did, neither letting himself be betrayed into hasty 
disciplinary action, nor yet suffering his dignity to be impugned 
without rebuke, says volumes for his self-control and funda- 
mental good sense. But we cannot altogether agree with his 
view that an objection from the defendant to the trial of his 
case by a particular judge, with whom, or with persons 
interested in questions of a similar nature, he has come into 
conflict in previous litigation, is in effect a claim by the 
defendant to select his own judge. The defendant 
can challenge, for primd-facie good cause, a certain 
number of jurymen; and it seems not unreasonable 
that in a grave criminal case he should be entitled to take 
objection to a judge whom he (however unreasonably and 
absurdly) imagines to have preconceived views which will pre- 
vent him from preserving the judicial detachment necessary 
to a satisfactory trial. 


Civil and Criminal Libel. 

One VERY interesting difference between the legal incidents 
of civil and those of criminal libels was pointed out by Mr. 
Justice DaRLING in his summing up in the Billing case. In 
each case alike a document is a ‘‘ defamatory ”’ libel if it refers 
to another person in such a way as to bring him into “‘ hatred, 
ridicule, and contempt.’’ But in actions of tort the ground 
on which a document is regarded as libellous is the fact that 
it must be presumed to cause damage to the person libelled ; 
whereas in criminal prosecutions tne gravamen of the indict- 
ment is that the publication of the defamatory words is calcu- 
lated to provoke the person libelled, or his friends, into com- 
mitting a breach of the peace at the expense of the libeller: 
Clutterbuck v. Chaffers (1 Stark. 471; cf. 4 Bl. Comm. 150). 
From this follows an important difference in practice; 
for publication to a third party is essential to a civil libel ; 
otherwise the party defamed would not suffer damage, which 
is the gist of the action. But publication to a third party is 
not required in an information or indictment for libel, since 
the party defamed may himself commit a breach of the peace 
under the provocation. But where there is no publication to 
a third party, the indictment usually alleges, in addition to 
the usual formal allegation of ‘‘ hatred, ridicule, and con- 
tempt,’”’ a further allegation that the libel was published with 
intent to cause a breach of the peace. Whether this is strictly 
necessary may be doubted. In 2. v. Adams (7 Cox, 251) a 





count was held good without any such allegation. | Other 
differences between civil and criminal libel are well known. 
‘“‘ Truth,’’ if proved, is always a sufficient answer to a civil 
libel; but a criminal libel, to be justified, must be shewn to 
be ‘‘ true and in the public interest.’’ A class can be 
criminally, but not civilly, libelled. The same rule holds of 
a libel on a deceased person, 


Judge and Jury in Libel Cases. 

Tue FuNcTIONS of judge and jury respectively are very im- 
portant in a libel prosecution. They have, indeed, a great 
constitutional history behind them. The judge has three 
duties, and three only (Kenny, p. 310). He must decide 
whether the document is capable in law of bearing a de 
famatory meaning at all, whether the occasion is privileged, 
and whether (in cases of privileged occasion) there is any 
evidence of express malice to go to the jury (idid.). These 
duties discharged, he has no further control of the verdict. 
A jury can now return a general verdict of ‘‘ not guilty ’’; 
they are not tied down to finding, where a plea of justification 
is put in, that the libel was true and in the public interest. 
Of course, if the defendant admits (1) thé publication, (2) the 
reference to the prosecutor, and (3) the libellous innuendo of 
the words—.e., if he excludes all issues except that of justi- 
fication—then the jury’s verdict can only be one finding that 
the libel is ‘‘true and in the public interest.’’ But in every 
case except one in which the issue is thus expressly narrowed, 
they can return a general verdict. This may mean (1) that 
the defendant did not publish the alleged libel, or (2) that 
it did not refer to the prosecutor, or (3) that the innuendo 
was not in fact libellous; it may also mean that any special 
plea put forward—e.g., ‘‘ justification,’’ or ‘‘ fair comment,” 
or ‘‘ publication on a privileged occasion without express 
malice ’’—is found in favour of the defendant. But the jury 
can refuse to find special verdicts on these points, and can 
insist on returning a general verdict of ‘‘ not guilty.’’ Prior 
to 1792, when Fox’s Libel Act was passed, the judge was the 
arbiter-of the important question whether or not the words 
are in fact libellous, as well as of the legal question whether 
they are capable of bearing a defamatory meaning. But after 
a long constitutional struggle, between 1732 and 1791, en- 
shrined in many State trials, the Whig contention as to the 
rights of the jury, enshrined in one version of the well-known 
rhyme— 

‘* For twelve honest men have decided the cause 
Who are judges alike of the facts and the laws,’’ 


was in effect given statutory recognition by thdt Act. Lord 
CaMPBELL’s Lives of the Lord Chancellors (‘‘ Lord Erskine ’’) 
is full of interesting information on the struggle. 


Overcrowded Railway Trains. 

WE CALLED attention recently (ante, p. 544) to the general 
principles of law lating to the ‘overcrowding of trains, and 
we saw that, according to Metropolitan Railway Co. v. Jack- 
son (3 App. Cas. 192), a passenger is entitled to be protected 
against the incursion of too many passengers into the com- 
partment in which he is travelling. The question was put to 
the test recently in Jones v. Great Northern Railway Co. 
(Times, 29th ult.); but it was held by the Divisional Court 
(Avory and Lusu, JJ.) that the rule must give place to war 
conditions, and that for overcrowding at the present time a 
passenger has no remedy. We are not at all satisfied that 
this is a correct view, and it might reasonably have been held 
that the overcrowding which occasionally exists is only per- 
mitted by the good nature and sufferance of the public, and 
that every passenger is entitled to complain if he chooses to 
do so. It may be observed that the relaxation of normal rules 
is by no means mutual, and a railway company which ignores 
its own obligations is not always ready to ignore an infringe- 
ment by a passenger. Incidentally, it may be remarked that 
overcrowding is perhaps exaggerated, and the judicious pas- 
senger can still as a rule travel in comfort. The trouble is 
when the whole world wants to travel at the same time, 
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Literary Forgeries. 

Ir was been suggested to us that it would interest our 
readers to know what offence was committed by the person who 
induced the Times last week to print ‘‘ The Old Volunteer ’’ 
over the name ‘‘ Rupyarp Kipiinc.’’ Probably no offence at 
all, for it is an essential element in forgery that the writing 
should be made with an intent to defraud: see 2. v. Ritson 
(L.R. 1 C. C. R. 200); and as the forger did not put himself 
in a position to receive whatever sum the 7imes usually pays 
for Mr. Kipiine’s poetry—we forbear to guess at it—this 
intent would seem to be wanting. And, in general, literary 
forgeries seem to have some other object than to defraud in 
@ pecuniary sense. The best known example is the poetry 
that Cuatrterton, ‘‘ the marvellous boy,’’ pretended to have 
recovered from a distant past. How far MacpHERson’s 
‘* Poems of Ossian ’’ were a forgery seems to be in doubt. The 
only persons deceived are the Risvery public, and they have 
ample consolation in the pleasure of finding out or disputing 
over the deception. We imagine that in this case, when on 
the following day the disclaimer was published, there was 
general relief that Mr. Kipiine was not capable of the lines. 
But what would the Times do if some morning there came to 
hand, without a signature, a poem containing the lines, 


‘** For heathen heart that puts her trust 
In reeking tube and iron shard.’’ 


Probably it would be referred to the Censor, and yet they are 
not WuHiTT1ER, but Kipiine at his best. 


The Position of Rejected Men. 


No matter how carefully an Act is drafted some ambiguity 
or difficulty of construing its terms is morally certain to arise. 
This is the case even when the draftsman’s original clauses 
are retained without modification; it is still more the case 
when amendments are introduced in Parliament. Even when 
the amendment is the work of the draftsman himself, intro- 
duced to fulfil a pledge given in the course of debate, one 
cannot always be certain that it will’cover the points which 
ought to be made. This is no reason for refusing to accept 
amendments necessary in equity and justice; but it is a reason 
for giving to them a liberal and plenary construction. The 
object of such an amendment en passant is always benevolent, 
i.e., it is designed to remove an injustice to some class 
suggested in debate. It ought, therefore, to be interpreted 
in a broad and liberal sense. This, indeed, is not an accepted 
rule of interpretation, for nothing occurring in Parliament is 
relevant to the construction of words found in a statute. But 
is is a principle of common sense, and it ought to be a rule 
of interpretation. , 

These generalities are a propos of a difficulty which has 
occurred in the construction of paragraph 4 (c) in the first 
schedule to the last Military Service Act—the Military Ser- 
vice (No. 2) Act, 1918. The difficulty ®as been discussed in 
our columns by correspondents (ante, pp. 486, 534, and 547). 
We ourselves expressed an opinion thereon (ante, p. 483) 
which one of our correspondents accepts and the other doubts. 
But the point, as the latter correspondent mentions (ante, 
p. 534), has actually come up in tribunal practice, and so a 
rather fuller note upon it may be useful. 

The first schedule to the Military Service Act (No 2), 1918, 
contains the classes excepted from liability. Paragraph 4 
sets out one of these classes, namely, disabled men, and we give 
the paragraph in full, as othewise the point to be discussed 
cannot possibly be made clear. It runs as follows (the 
italics ours) : — 

**4, (a) Disabled men who during the present war have served 
outside the British Islands or at sea, or who have served in the 
field or at sea in any previous war. 

(+) Disabled men who, though not having served as aforesaid, 
have during the present war served for not less than a week in any 
of His Majesty's forces (other than reserve forces), andmen . . . 
[the rest of the sub-paragraph refers to time-expired men who have 
been wounded, and is irrelevant] if in either case they are engaged 
in whole-time work . of national importance. 

(c) Disabled men, or men who have been medically rejected after 











offering themselves for enlistment, if on further medical examination 
after April 5, 1917, in accordance with the regulations of the Army 
Council, or, as respects an examination after the date on which the 
National Service Order, 1917, came into force, in accordance with 
the regulations of the Director-General of National Service, they 
have been certified to be totally and permanently unfit for any 
form of military service. 

In this paragraph the expression “disabled men ’’ means men 
(including officers) who have left or been discharged from the naval, 
military, or air forces in consequence of disablement or ill health.’’ 


Now the difficulty which arises here is just this: What is 
the position of men who have never offered themselves for 
enlistment, but became liable as conscripts and afterwards 
were rejected and discharged from the Reserve on being called 
up for medical examination or for service? Are these men 
excepted from the operation of the Act, or are they statutory 
reservists? They do not come within the protection afforded 
by 4 (4), which refers only to men who have served at least 
one week with the colours; service in the reserve is expressly 
excluded from the operation of that sub-paragraph. Nor do 
they appear to come within the category of ‘‘ men rejected ”’ 
after they have offered themselves for enlistment, who on sub- 
sequent re-examination after 5th April, 1917, are discharged 
as permanently unfit for service, who are one of the classes 
protected by sub-paragraph 4 (c). But they may possibly 
come within the protection of ‘‘ disabled men ’’ conferred by 
that sub-paragraph. To see how this is so we had better re- 
write 4 (c), substituting for ‘‘ disabled men ’’ the definition of 
that term given Lamaitlatidhy underneath the paragraph, and 
omitting all immaterial parts of 4 (c). 

We then get an exception of the following class of men :— 

4. (c) Men oon officers) who have left or been discharged 
from the naval, military, and air forces in consequence of disable- 
ment or ill-health, if on further medical examination after April 5, 
1917 [in accordance with the Army Council or National Service 
Regulations] they have been certified to be totally and permanently 
unfit for service. 

Thus re-written, without any alteration except the substi- 
tution of a definition for the terms defined, this part of 4 (c) 
seems to apply to men discharged from the reserve as well 
as to men discharged from the colours, if on further 
medical examination they are found to be totally and 
permanently unfit. For paragraph 4 (4), which excludes men 
discharged from the reserve, expressly adds in brackets the 
words (other than Reserve forces) after the words ‘‘ His 
Majesty’s forces’’ thereby obviously implying that ‘“ His 
Majesty’s forces”’ prima facie, includes the Reserve. 
As a matter of fact, the complete immunity from 
further service which 4 (c) confers seem to be granted to at 
least five different classes by the words of the sub-para- 
graph :—, 

(1) Men who offer themselves for enlistment, are rejected, and 
on subsequent re-examination after the Review of Exceptions Act 
came into force (5 April, 1917), are discharged as totally unfit for 
service. This preserves the protection conferred on such men by the 
Review of Exceptions Act. 

(2) Attested men or conscripts who were rejected on being called 
up out of the reserve, thereby still remaining legally liable (see 
Boots v. Elvey, 1917, W. N. 115), and who on being re-examined 
under the Review of Exceptions Act (i.e., since 5th April, 1917), and 
under the new Act, are again finally rejected. 

(3) Unattested men who went up for voluntary medical examina 
tion. before becoming statutory conscripts, were rejected, and have 
again been subsequently rejected since 5th April, 1917 (cf. Platt v. 
Hunter, 34.T. L. R. 342). 

(4) Reservists who are discharged aseunfit on call-up from the 
reserve, and are then again called up and once more finally rejected 
the words, on further examination, shew that the two rejections are 


-essary ). 
ms) Men who have served with the colours (whether for more or 
less than seven days is here immaterial), have beer discharged on 
medical grounds, called up again and finally discharged on medical 
grounds. 

The situation is so complex that there may possibly be other 
classes of men, whose status is slightly different, who are in 
the same position. But the above appear to us to exhaust al] 
the possible cases. 

We cannot accede to one view just hinted-by a correspon- 
dent, namely, that conscripts discharged from the Reserve on 
medical grounds as finally and permanently unfit (since 5th 
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April, 1917) are immune from further liability to serve. Such 
 @ view takes away all meaning from the words to be found 
in paragraph 4 (c), ‘if on further medical examination, &c.’’ 
Such men only obtain protection, in our view, after a second 
medical examination. 
Now let us apply the above analysis of the paragraph to 
the actual class of case suggested by a correspondent (ante, p. 








men 
aval, 534). A. was examined by a Medical Board last year and placed 
> in category C 3; he got exemption from a local tribunal. On 
t is 3rd May he is examined by a National Service Medical Board, 
for rejected, and told that M. N. B., form 2,079 (which means 
irds that he is certified unfit for further service), will be sent him. 
led Is he a ‘‘ disabled man ”’ who on “‘ further medical examina- 
nen tion ’’ has been finally rejected? In our opinion, clearly not. 
ory He has never been rejected before, and two rejections are 
led necessary to satisfy the wording of the sub-paragraph. We 
ast think, y Seatac that A. is still liable to re-examination at 
sly any time under the Act of 1918, and that therefore his certifi- 
do cate of exemption ought to be renewed by the tribunal as a 
& matter of form. Of course, if he were called up again for 
ib- examination and passed fit for service, we presume that he 
red could then put in a claim for exemption. It is true that under 
ses the Military Service Regulations, 1918 (Regs. 26 and 28), 
aly as he was placed in a category before 2nd May, the date they 
by came into force, the latest date for his claim to be made 
re- is 16th May; but we can hardly believe that this technicality 
of would be taken advantage of by the Minister of National 
nd Service. But, then, one never knows what the Ministry may 
be or do when future occasions press it; and, therefore, the 
course is for the tribunal to preserve the man’s right of 
appeal by granting a formal renewal of his certificate of 
ed P 
le- exemption. 
5, 
“ q . > . . 
4 _ Sir Edward Clarke’s Reminiscences. 
i- Tax retirement of Sir Epwarp Crarke in the summer of 1914 
¢) after fifty years practice, and the dinner, in Lincoln’s Inn Hall, 
ll given in his ‘honour, are still fresh in the mind. Lawyers and 
- those who heard his farewell address, and many others, willl 
d be giad that the years since then have given the opportunity of 
placing on record the details of a singularly interesting career.* To 
n some it may be that the details will seem too intimate. In child- 
e hood, in the struggles of early life, in the joys and, unhappily, the 
is sorrows of married life, Sir Epwarp fully reveals himself. But 
is this is as much a part of his scheme as the record of his professional 


and political life, and it is this intimacy of detail which gives its 
character to the book. 
It has always been understood that Sir Epwarp CLarke made 
t his own way entirely, byt so have many other successful lawyers. 
At the foundation of all such careers are character, industry, and 
ability, and probably this is the order of their importance. But 
7 there are those who have all these and yet must be content with 
t a very moderate reward. They have the satisfaction and enjoyment 
; of the lawyer’s career without winning its highest prizes. But if 
: ; | to these qualities are added favouring opportunities, and the aspir- 
; ant is keen to “grasp the skirts of happy chance,” the crown of 
| success is secured. 
Epwarp OLarRKE was born in 1841. His early education was 
| 3 gained in private schools—College House, Edmonton, which was 
well known some twenty-five years later, but has now disappeared, 
and a school in Lombard-street—and in 1855 he went to help in 
his father’s business of a jeweller in King William-street, a service 
which lasted till nearly the end of 1858. But customers in the 
shop were rare, and there was ample time for reading poetry and 
history. A debating society and evening classes gave him a chance 
of emerging into the world outside, and prizes given by the Society 
of Arts, and the first place in the newly founded Oxford examina- 
tion for boys, marked the beginning of his upward career. Another 
examination—Epwarp OrarkE was just in time for the beginning 
of these things—gave him a clerkship in the India Office, and a 
chance volume, found at a second-hand bookshop in Holborn, re- 
vealed the existence of Tancred studentships at Lincoln’s Inn. 
“This seemed,’ he says, “the very thing for me.” He left the 
evening classes in the City to join similar classes at King’s College, 
then recently opened in the Strand, and before he had completed 
two years at the India Office—that is, at the old East India House 
in Leadenhall-street, where CHartes Lamp had been—he took the 
chance of retiring with a compensation gratuity of £253. This, 
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with what he had saved, made over £400, and in the following year 
he won a Tancred studentship, and the means of study for the Bar 
were secured. A further source of income was found’ im 
journalism, not, as in Lord Campsext’s case, in dramatic criticism, 
but as literary critic, and for three years he contributed reviews of 
books to the Morning Herald and Standard at two guineas a week 
—work which came to an end through his refusal to write a 
favourable notice af a novel by BELLEW. 

All the time CLarkKE was busy with literature and elocution, 
and was taking an interest in politics. He had already in his mind 
the idea of being member for the City of London, and he pre- 
pared both for politics and the Bar by delivering lectures on 
literary swbjects and attending debating societies—ultimately the 
Hardwicke Society, “the best debating society,” he says, “I have 
ever known.”’ In 1860 he heard Lord Lynpuvurst, then eighty- 
eight, speak in the House of Lords, and he “saw to what a height of 
public dignity and regard it was possible for a barrister to rise 
without the help of ancestral renown or family influence ’’ ; and he 
obtained, through Henry Mortey, then lecturer on English litera- 
ture at King’s College, an order for the Reporters’ Ga -— at the 
House of Commons for every Thursday and Friday. He was 
admitted to the Bar at Lincoln’s Inn on 17th November, 1864. 

Professional life was commenced at the Surrey Sessions and the 
Central Criminal Court, and diligent attendance in court led to 
opportunities of his being heard. The absence of counsel at the 
Central Criminal Court gave him the chance of defending a 
prisoner, at the Judge’s request, and obtaining an acquittal. But 
more important was a chance meeting at the “ Socials” Debatin 
Society with Mr. Jonn P. Murroven, a London solicitor who h 
been member for Bridport. This brought the junior brief in the 
defence on extradition proceedings of Cartes Wrnpsor, the ~ 
cashier of a New York bank, who had escaped to England with 
a large sum of money. McManon led for the prisoner, and GirraRD 
was on the other side. When McManon had finished, CLarkr did 
not propose to add anything, and told Girrarp so. “ Nonsense,”’ 
said he, “you give them an argument; it will do you good. You 
want the judges to know you, and you want to get used to heari 
your own voice in the courts.’’ So for the first time he address 
the Court in banc—Cccxpurn, L.C.J., and Buacknurn and SHEA, 
JJ. This was on an application for a habeas corpus ; the application 
succeeded, and Winpsor was released. In the. civil proceedings 
which followed OCrarke had a still better chance. The Parlia- 
mentary elections of July, 1865, or circuit work, took away the 
three counsel who successively hhad the leading brief for the defence 
—Epwarp James, Digsy Seymour, Serjeant O’Matty—and also 
the first junior—McManon—and CLARKE, as second junior, was 
left, with Sir Jonn Karstakr, Henry James, and Josrrpu Brown 
against him and all present. He could not win a verdict, but 
CockBURN was generous in his praise, and “Old Fin ”’ reported in 
full the kind sayings of Judge and counsel, Another extradition 
case came in—this time Sir Joun Ror (misprinted Rott), A.G., 
and Hannen against him—and Crarke put his researches on the 
subject into a book, which was completed in six weeks, and for 
which Messrs. Stevens & Haynes paid him £50. He counts at 
least half a dozen interesting and important cases which. this work 
brought him. In his first year he earned a hundred guineas, and 
in his second double that amount. On the strength of this he 
married in December, 1866, Miss ANNriE Mitcuett. The details 
of an interesting courtship are not for these pages, and we refer our 
readers to Sir Epwarp’s own account. Her early death clouded 
the beginning of his Parliamentary life. 

From this time Sir Enwarp’s position, professionally and 
pecuniarily, was secured. “In 1868 my fee book showed an income 
of £300. In 1869 the Cheltenham election petition accounted for 
a rise to £650. In 1870 £540 gave me a satisfactory income ; 1871 
brought me £840; and in 1872, my eighth year at the Bar, I 
reached tihe figure of £1,010. I have never measured the success 
of a year’s work by the amount of money earned ; there are other 
and more important things to consider; but the enjoyment and 
expectation of a constantly increasing income is a great assurance 
of mental repose and domestic comfort.” That isso, and on a subse- 
quent page we read that the figures continued to mount steadily. 
At the same time, there came the beginning of political activities. 
and CLARKE was prominent in the establishment of the National 
Union of Conservative and Constitutional Associations, and later— 
in February, 1880—he was returned to Parliament for Southwark 
at a bye-election, only to lose his seat next month at a General 
Plection. He thad professional consolation in the crop of election 
petitions which followed. This brought his income up to £6,000, 
while the success of the Plymouth petition created a vacancy 
there for which he was asked’ to stand. This was in the 
summer of 1880, and we will let Sir Enwarp sum up the position 
in his own words :—“ This was a great triumph for me. Less than 
five months had passed since I was elected for Southwark, Since 
then I had made my speech in the House, I had become a Queen’s 
Counsel, I had fought at Southwark again and been beaten-; in 
eight election petitions I had earned nearly £3,000, and had ‘helped 
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to unseat five Liberal members ; and the last petition had opened 
to me the seat for a place of which I knew nothing until four 
days before I became a candidate.’”’ We are not concerned here 
to follow Sir Epwarp’s political career. But we may note that 
he remained member for Plymouth till 1900, when his disapproval 
of the Boer War brought about his retirement, and resulted in his 
withdrawal from Parliament tills1906, when the was returned by 
16,019 votes as junior Member for the City of London, a majority of 
10,706 over the higher of the two Liberal candidates. “That was 
the crowning day of my political career, the day when the 
ambitious hopes which had been with me for fifty years were ful- 
filled, and more splendidly than I had ever imagined to be 

ssible.”” But the seat was held only for a short time; Mr. 

ALFoUR came in as his colleague in the representation of the 
City, and differences with his party on the Tariff Reform question, 
and also considerations of health, led to his resignation of the 
seat and final retirement from Parliament. 

Throughout the last. quarter of the nineteenth century Sir 
Epwarp was, of course, engaged in many well-known cases, and 
some of these he describes in detail, There was in 1877 the Penge case 
—the murder, as alleged, of Harrier Stacnron—in which CLARKE 
defended, unsuccessfully, her brother-in-law, Parrick Sravunton. 
As is well known, Crarke strongly disapproved of Mr. Justice 
Hawkins’ conduct of this and other cases, and he was prepared, when 
Hawkins retired in 1898, to make a public protest if there was any 
complimentary leave-taking. Fortunately there was not. The carry- 
ing out of the sentence in the Staunton case was made impossible 
by a strong medical protest as to the nature of the evidence, In 
1879 CLARKE was offered by Sir Jonn Hotker, and refused, the 
office of Junior Oounsel to the Treasury. It went to A. L. Smrru. 
In 1880, having then taken silk, he was one of the defending coun- 
sel in the West of England Bank case, and he had the pleasant and 
—so he says—“ very exceptional experience of finding that his 
taking silk had not caused even a temporary loss of income.” “I 
have known cases where incomes of two.or three thousand a year 
fell to a few hundreds, and I have always advised my friends 
never to ask for a silk gown unless they had saved or inherited 
enough to assure them a private income of at least a thousand a 
year.” 

In 1882 came his re-marriage and his removal from South London 
to Russell-square, with the Courts and Parliament within walking 
distance, and—to introduce a personal detail—his abandonment, 
on Sir Wit1iaM JENNER’'S advice, of the habit of smoking. And 
for a summer residence he selected Staines, which ultimately 
became his regular abode, and where he erected, at his own cost, 
St. Peter’s Church. “I have never spent money which brought 
back so rich a reward to myself. For twenty-three years I have 
worshipped God in this church, which He gave me the means and 
will to erect to His service.” 

In 1885 there was a curious contest over the Law Officerships, 
and, finally, Wenstrr became Attorney-General and Gorst Solici- 
tor-General ; but the latter soon accepted another office, and CLarKE 
became Solicitor-General. The chief interest in his tenure of that 
office lies in the discussion it caused on the union of Government 
and private work. Both Wessrer and Crarke continued at first 
the practice of taking private work, but im order to 
reduce the amount of this—Crarke was then making 
£9,500 a year—he required in all private cases a fee 
of 100 guineas at least, which might S fifty on the brief 
and fifty special. With this check on private work his income for 
the six years of office ay eraged £17,500, of which £6,000 was the 
official salary and £3,000 fees in Government cases. WernsTEer 
had in 1883 started the innovation on the common law side of 
requiring a special fee. CLARKE continued the practice after he 
left office in August, 1892. In 1897 he received from Lord 
SALisBuRY the offer of the Mastership of the Rolls, and refused 
it because he was not then prepared to give up political life. He 
intimated that in the future an English Law Lordship would be 
welcome if the chance arose ; but the opportunity of judicial pre- 
ferment does not appear to have again arisen. ‘LinpLEY was 
—— and Sw Epwarp, referring to Linpiey’s greater know- 
ledge and experience in equity, says :—‘“I have no doubt that the 


service gained by my refusal’’—a generous appreciation, 
ut it is to be regretted that his services on the Bench have been 
missed. 
mip, but now Wenster, who was to be again Attorney-General, 
had yielded to the official view, and had agreed to give up private 


In_1895 came once more the offer of the Solicitor-General- 


practice. CLARKE, who refused to follow his example, had no 
option except to refuse also the Law Officership. Lord Sarispcry 
promised him the Attorney-Generalship if that office was vacant 
in the next eighteen months, but this was not to be. The practice 
of the Law Officers taking only official work is now too well settled 
to be altered, but it may be questioned whether it has not funda- 
mentally affected the right of the Attorney 
as the head of the profession. , 
We have alregdy referred to the occasion in Lincoln’s Inn Hall 


reneral to be regarded. 





when Sir Epwarp CLarKe was honoured by and took leave of the 
profession. There are some personal notes of contemporaries which 
will interest. Referring to Lord Hatspury, he says :—“It has 
been pleasant to see my old friend and companion develop into the 
greatest judge before whom I ever practised.” Lockwoop could 
hardly escape notice, and we find that at the Gravesend election 

tition in 1884 he “ produced quite a sheaf of drawings, chiefly of 
nis serious leader [afterwards Cave, J.], dancing on the crystal 
platform at Rosherville Gardens.” The other proceedings of a 
somewhat festive occasion will be found at p. 175. And of 
Wesstrer—‘ He was a man of extraordinary industry ; his patience 
and courtesy never failed, and his business-like methods lightened 
the burden of our very heavy work.” There was only one little 
point of difference—Wensrer liked to work in the early morning 
and CLarkKE in the late hours of the night. It is no part of our task 
here to attempt an appreciation of Sir Epwarp’s career. We hope 
that task may be long deferred. But we are grateful for the record 
of his life, which he has given us with such an interesting wealth of 


detail. 
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Probate Practice.—The Practitioner's Probate Manual. 
Being a Guide to the Procedure on Obtaining Grants of Probate and 
Administration, with the Rules, Orders and Fees, and Directions 
as to the Payment of Probate and Estate Duty. By Cmaries H. 
Picken. Twelfth Edition. Waterlow & Sons. 8s. 6d. net. 

The Juridical Review. June, 1918. W. Green & Son, Limited. 

The Journal of Comparative Legislation and International Law. 
Edited for the Society of Comparative Legislation by Sir Joun 
Macponewt, K.C.B., LL.D., F.B.A., and C. E. A. Bepwetz. April, 
1918. John Murray. 6s. 








Correspondence. 
Increase in Solicitors’ | ees. 


[Z'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 


Sir,—Perhaps you would offer a few words in your next issue as 
to War Increase of Costs Order as regards business generally. The 
Order seems to refer only to the Supreme Court work. Am I there- 
fore justified, on behalf of a client, in passing the increased charge 
on other work—e.g., Police Court, County Court, and work not 
included in the Solicitors’ Remuneration Order, 1881. 

June 2. SUBSCRIBER. 


[The new Order is limited to. work done in the Supreme Court, 
and there is, we believe, no authority at present for a general 
inerease in costs of otiher work.—Ep. 8.J.] 





Size of Official Papers. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—As far back as 1894, when Lord Ripon was at the Colonial 
Office, I submitted a memorandum to him with regard to the 
distribution of the Acts, ordinances, etc. From this 1 may quote 
the following : —‘‘ The form in which the various Colonial statutes 
are printed is worthy of attention. At present it frequently 
happens that the same Colony will in successive years print their 
Acts in various shapes—folio, foolscap folio, 4to, or 8vo. If this 
could be altered and an uniform size adopted, on the recommenda- 
tion of the Colonial Office, a very beneficial reform would be 
effected.” J. E. L. Picxerine, Librarian. 


Inner Temple. 
[See the letter on the same subject, ante, p. 373.—Eb. S.J. | 





In the House of Commons on Wednesday, Mr, Holt asked whether 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would give a list of the treaties contain- 
ing the most-favoured-nation clause which the Government had 
denounced or had decided to denounce. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer : This subject will be dealt with in the general statement which, 
in reply to questions, I promised would be made on behalf of the 
Government soon as possible. Replying to Mr. Runciman 
and -Mr. Holt, the Chancellor of the Exchequer promised to 
consider whether, before the statement was made, a White Paper could 
be issued giving a list of the treaties. He could give no promise that 
the statement should be made before any actual denunciation took place. 
His answer was that the Government had decided to give themselves 
a free hand as regards the maintenance of the most-favoured-nation 
clause when the war was over. 
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" CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 


Court of Appeal. 
WICKINS v. WICKINS. No.1. 15th and 18th March; Sth May. 
Divornce—Desertion sy Huspanp—Perition sy Wire—No Appzar- 
ApuLTERY Provep—RervusaL or Jupce to Decrez D1ssonvr1on— 


——_ or JupicraL Discrerion—Marrmoni, Causes Act, 1857 
& 21 Vicr. c. 85), s. 31—Marrimonist Causes Act, 1884 (47 & 48 


| | ANCE BY Husspanp—Svussequenr Cross-PeTir.on By Huspanp—WIre’s 
s 


7 NVier.. 0. 68), s. 5. 


The discretion which the Court has, under section 31 of the Matri- 
monial Causes Act, 1857, to refuse to make a ce i issclution of 
marriage in certain circumstances, owing to the conduct of the party 
seeking such decree, shouid be exercised freely, without laying 
dcaon any rules or limits not to be found in the statute; in par- 
ticular, in exercising such discretion the Court is not bound to regard 
only facts and circumstances in connection with the matrimonial sffenies 
of which the party seeking dissolution has been guilty. 


The words ‘‘ without reasonable cause’’ in the Mutrimonial Causes 
Act, 1884, s. 5, are equivalent to the words “‘ without reascnuble excuse ”’ 
in the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, s. 31, and no distinction can be 
drawn between them. 

Brooke v. Brooke (1912, P. 136) approved. 

Decision of Horridge, J., affirmed. 

A by the husband, Bertram V. W. Wickins, from the refusal 
of Horridge, J., to ‘grant a decree of dissolution of his marriage 
with Mabel Wickins. The parties were married in 1896, and there 
were two children. On 20th December, 1915, the wife presented a 
petition for restitution of conjugal rights and obtained a decree. On 
Sth February, 1917, the wife presented a petition for dissolution of the 
marriage on the ground of her husband’s adultery and desertion, the 
adultery alleged being with one Agnes Palmer. The husband did not 
appear, and the petition was set ian as undefended. Subsequently 
the husband, by leave, filed an answer denying the adultery, and 
alleging that the wife had herself committed adultery with one A. E. 
Goede, and asking that the marriage might be dissolved, and that he 
might have the custody of the children. On the petition coming on 
for hearing, counse] for the wife said that he was not in a position 
to deny the adultery alleged against her. It was proved, and her 
petition was dismissed. The husband then applied on his cross-petition 
for a decree dissolving the marriage, actullahendinn the decree of 
restitution and his non-compliance therewith. The learned Judge found 
as a fact that the husband separated from his wife in October, 1915, 
without any justification whatever for doing so. He had allowed the 
wife’s petition to remain undeferfded, although he was charged with 
adultery with Miss Palmer, and although he denied that adultery, 
which was not proved, he decided not to enter an appearance, in 
order that his marriage might be dissolved. ‘lhe learned Judge ex- 
pressed his strong disapproval of the husband’s conduct, and, having 
regard to all the facts and circumstances of th> case, refused to exer- 
cise in his favour the discretion vested in him under the Matrimonial 
Canses Act, 1857, s. 31, and dismissed the cross-petition. The hus- 
band appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 

Tue Court (Swinren Eapy. M.R., Banxes, L.J., and Eve, J.) dis- 
missed the appeal, its judgment being delivered by 

Swrnren Eapy, M.R., who, after stating the facts as given above, 
continued : It was conceded that the Court was not bound to pronounce 
such a decree, as the appellant was guilty of having deserted or wil- 
fully separated himself from his wite before the adultery complained 
of, and without reasonable cause, the decree for restitution of con- 
jugal rights not having been complied with. The Court was of opinion 
that no distinction could be drawn between the expressions ‘‘ without 
réasonable cause”’ in section 5 of the Act of 1884, and ‘“‘ without 
reasonable excuse ’’ in section 51 of the Act of 1857, and that the appel- 
lant was therefore guilty of having deserted his wife before the adultery 
complained of and ‘‘ without reasonable excuse,’’ within the meaning 
of section 31. The appellant contended that the judge at the trial 
improperly had regard to the appellant’s conduct during the suit in 
not putting in any answer in the first place tc the wife’s petition ; he 
alleged that he had not evidence to prove his wife’s adultery, although 
he suspected her of it; but it seemed a curious mode of reasoning to 
say that because he could not prove his wife’s adultery, therefore he 
had better not put in any answer denying the adultery alleged against 
himself. The appellant asked the Court to lay down a rule that, in 
exercising its discretion under section 31, the only facts and matters 
to which the Court might have regard were those bearing upon or 
directly connected with the matrimontal offence of which the party 
might have been guilty. They were of opinion that the Court was 
not bound to lay down any such rule, and in any case was not entitled 
to do so. The discretion permitted by section 31 ought to be left as 
free as tle Legislature had left it. The section prescribed no limits within 
which alone it might be exercised, and, having regard to the varying cir- 
cumstances of different cases, it would be very inexpedient for that Court 
to attempt to do so. No authority had been cited by the appellant to shew 
that, on the facts cf the present case, ths Judge was judicially bound 

ve the husband a decrée. In Haswell v. Hasivell (1 Sw. & Tr. 
,,on the facts, the discretion never arose, and the petitioner was held 


. etititled to a decree. In Ousey v. Ousey (L. R. 3P. & D. 223) « husband 





who had deserted his wife did so in the bond fide belief. that she. 
wronged him, and there was “reasonable excuse” for his conduct, 

was true that in several of the reported cases there had 
connection on the facts on which the Court’s discretion had beefi exer- 
cised with the matrimonial offence oi the guilty party, and thus the 
Court had been led to take a lenient view of the matrimonial offerice, 
as in Pearman v. Pearman (1 Sw. & Tr. 601). But those were not the 
only facts which ought to be taken into consideration. From time 
to time the Court had referred to particular circumstances as justifying 
it in exercising its discretion in eer of granting a decree in cases 
where, having regard to section 31, the Court was not bound to pre 
nounce such a decree. In Morgan v. Morgan (L.R.1P. & D. 644) Lord 
Penzance referred to three classes of cases where the Court might 
exercise its discretion in- favour of the petitioner under section 31. 
These were: (1) Where one party had been led to believe that the 
other party was dead, and, acting on that belief, married again; (2) 
where a wife had been compelled by her husband to lead a life 6 
prostitution ; and (3) where an act of adultery by the husband had 
been “condoned by the wife, and in no way conduced to her subsequent 
misconduct. But it must not be inferred that in all such cases the 
Court must necessarily grant relief, or that its discretion under section 
31 was limited to such cases, or that relief could only be granted if 
the features of the case were such that it could only be brought. into 
some defined class. The Court agreed with the view of.the President 
in Brooke v. Brooke (1912, P. 136), that, where Parliament had invested 
the Court with a discretion which had to be exercised in an almost 
inexhaustible variety of delicate and difficult circumstances, and had 
not thought fit to specify any cases, or classes of cases, for its applica- 
tion, the Court ought not to limit or restrict its discretion by laying 
down rules within which alone it was to be exercised, or to place 
greater fetters upon the Judge of the Divorce Division than the Legis- 
lature had thought fit to impose. See Re Norman, Ex parte Bradwell 
(16 Q. B. D. 673), and the observations of the Court of Appeal as to 
the duty of the Court to abstain from defining exhaustively what 
were ‘special circumstances’’ when the Lesidinture authorized the 
Court to make an order ‘‘ under special circumstances.’’ The appeal of 
the husband, therefore. failed, and should be dismissed.—Counsgx, J. B. 
Matthews, K.C., and R. F. Bayford; Grazebrook; H. Lewis. Soract- 
tors, W. R. Mellor & Sons; Barnes & Butler; C. W. L. Brewer. 


[The case of Re Packe, Sanders v. The Attorney-General (reported 62 
Sonictrors’ JouRNAL, 488), was taken to the Court of Appeal, and was 
in the paper for hearing on 29th May, but upon being reached a settle- 
ment was arrived at, the appeal being allowed by consent.) 


[Reported by H. Laneronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


DANIEL v. ROGERS (FLORENCE-PANTINI,-Claimant). No. 2. 
14th May. 


Business NaMe—Fatture To Recister—Enrorcine Ricutrs UNDER 
oR ARISING ovT oF Busrness ContTRACT—INTERPLEADER IssvUE 
—Property Ricurs—RecistraTion or Bustness Names Act, 1916 
(6 & 7 Geo. 5, c. 58), s. 8 (1). 

The plaintiff D. obtained judgment on 31st January, 1917, against 
R., who carried on business as a ladies’ costume maker,’ and on 12th 
June certain goods were seized on the premises under the judgment. 
These gocds were claimed by Miss F. Under an aes ey dated 
9th January, 1917, R. scld the goodwill and stock-in-trade of his busi- 
ness to the claimant, who carried on a simi-ar business at another 
address as L., but who, after the sale, also carried on business under 
the name of L. at her new premises. F. had not registered under the 
Business Names Act, 1916" Interpleader proceedinas followed, and the 
execution creditor contended (inter alia) that as F. was not reg.stered 
under the Act of 1916 she was precluded from enforcing any right to 
the goods. 

Held, that although F.’8 right to the goods was originally derived 
trom the assignment of 9th January, 1917, her right at the time of 
the claim rested on her common law title by possession, and was un- 
affected by the statute. 

Appeal: by Nathan Daniel, the execution creditor, from a judgment of 
the Divisional Court (Lawrence and Shearmaa, JJ.) (reported 1918, 1 
K. B. 149). 

Prcxrorp, L.J., in giving judgment, said that the goods were claimed 
by Miss Fantini in an execution against one Rogers, who had been 
carrying on business as a ladies’ costume maker. By a contract dated 
Qh January, 1917, Rogers sold the business to Miss Fantini. who 
took possession on 17th January. On 3ist January Daniel obtairied 
judgment against Rogers and for some unexplained reason he 
did not put in execution until 12th June. In the interpleader pro- 
ceedings Daniel, the execution creditor. contended that Miss Fantim 
was not entitled to claim the goods, seeing that she was carrying on 
business as Laurette, and the contract for the goods was in 
her true name, Fantini, and she had failed to register under the Regis- 
tration of Business Names Act, 1916. The county court judge and 
the Divisional Court held that Miss Fantini was not enforcing oF 
claiming to enforce this contract or any right under or arising ont of 
it against the execution creditor, but that she merelv said: ‘* These 
are my goods; I bought them; I have been in possession of them for 
six months and you have no right to take them. and it matters not, 
86 far as yott are concerned, whether the contract by which I got them 
from Rogers was or was not enforceable as between him arid meé: The 
courts below were right in deciding that Miss Fantini was- not 
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any rights under or arising out of the contract in an action or other 
legal Yew. It was certainly doubtful whether the Act was ever 
intended to apply to the enforcement of a contract except as between 
the parties to it. The lose (a), (6), and (c) to section 8, sub-section 
1, seemed to point in this direction ; certainly provisoes (a) and (c) did 
80; but the point was not necessary to be decided here. Even on the 
assumption that the Act extended beyond the immediate parties to a 
contract, Miss Fantini was not enforcing a right under or arising out of 
the contract against the execution creditor. On behalf of the execution 
creditor the case was argued as if the Act said that a contract in the 
circumstances of this case was void. But the Act did not say that. 
If the contract was void, the claimant would be thrown back upon bare 
possession. He did not say that that would not be enough until it was 
displaced, but if the contract were void, it ought to be open to the execu- 
tion creditor to say that the goods in question were Rogers’ goods. 
Shearman, J., pointed out in his judgment that her right to the goods 
rested originally on the contract, but at the time in question it rested 
on her common law right of property. He agreed with the learned 
Judge, and the appeal failed. 

Bankes, L.J.—It was contended for the execution creditor (1) that 
the effect of sections 1 and 7 of the Act of 1916 was to avoid the con- 
tract as between Miss Fantini and Rogers. He could not take that view. 
What those sections were dealing with was the necessity of registration 
and the imposition of a penalty in respect of any failure to register. 
Those sections were silent as to the effect of non-registration upon any 
contract made by a person before registration. To emphasise the 
difference between a case where, as here, there was a penalty imposed for 
non-registration, and a case where, in addition to the imposition of a 
penalty, there was a provision that the contract should be void, section 

of the Moneylenders’ Act, 1900, was referred to, in which there was 
such a provision. If this Act had contained a similar provision, it might 
be said that the contract with Rogers was void. But section 8 said 
what was to be the result where a person who ought to be, but was not 
registered entered into a contract. It said only that the rights of the 
defaulter under or arising out of the contract should not be enforceable 
by action or other legal proceedings. Those words were not intended 
to cover, and did not cover, a case like the present. 


Scrutton, L.J.—It was contended on behalf of the execution creditor 
that the sale by Rogers of his business to Miss Fantini was a sham, 
and that the purchaser, not being registered, was not entitled to pro- 
tect the goods against his execution or anyone else. The Court below 
held that the Act of 1916 prevented a person in default from enforcing 
by action or other legal proceeding any rights under or arising out of 
the contract, but that Miss Fantini was not.enforcing any such rights, 
and could sue upon her possession of the goods and her common law 
rights, which she had independently of any contract. That decision 
was questioned on appeal on the strength of certain observations of 
Parke, B., in Gadsden v. Barrow (19 Ex. 514). But it had been well 
established since the case of Armory v. Delamirte (1 Str. 504) that 
mére possession is enough to entitle a person to sue, without having to 
go into the manner in which possession was obtained. In Burton 
v. Hughes (2 Bing. 173) trover was brought for certain articles of 
furniture seized under a commission of bankruptcy. That case was 
decided on the authority of Sutton v. Buck (2 Taunt. 302), which 
was even nearer to the facts of the present case. The view taken by the 
Divisional Court was therefore in accordance with the doctrine of 
common law, and it was sufficient to decide this case to affirm that 
decision. Appeal dismissed.—Counset, for the appellant (the execu- 
tion creditor), David, K.C., and Coumbe; for the respondent (the 
claimant), A. H. Wocf. Sottcrrors, C. V. Whitgreave; Merton &: 
Steele. ; 

[Reported by Buaxtws Rarp. Barrister-at-Law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


FROST +. KING EDWARD VII. WELS9 NATIONAL MEMORIAL 
ASSOC'ATION FOR THE PREVENTION, TREATMENT AND 
ABOLITION OF TUBERCULOSIS. Eve, J. 15th May. 


Restrictive CoveNant—Covenant not To Carry on TRADE—OFFrEN- 
sive Trape—Nvuisance—Hospitat ror Tvusercutosts—INJuNcTION. 


A hospital for surgical tuberculosis does not fall within a covenant 
against offensive trades or against doing anything injurious or offensive 
to the lessor or his tenants. Nor is such a hospital a commen law nuis- 
ance. 

This was an action by freeholders and leaseholders in the neighbour- 
hood of Cardigan House, Newport, Mon., to restrain the defendants 
from carrying on at that establishment a hospital for surgical tuber- 
culosis on the ground of its being in contravention of the covenants 
affecting the property, and on the ground of its being a nuisance at 
common law. In the lease of February, 1887, to the defendant Thomas 
was a covenant not to use, exercise. or carry on upon the premises any 
noisy, noisome, or offensive trade or business, or do or suffer to be done 
anything which micht be noisome or injurious or offensive to the lessor 
or his property or tenants. In August, 1889. Cardigan House was con- 
veyed, subject to the lease to the defendant Thomas, to a Miss Wilson, 
who covenanted not to use the premises for the purpose of any trade 
or business or otherwise than as a private dwelling-house. In April, 
1893, Miss Wilson conveyed the premises to the defendant Thomas, 


‘subject to the lease to him of February, 1887, but to the intent that the 





term should be merged, and the defendant Thomas covenanted to 
indemnify the vendor against the covenants.in the conveyance of 1889. 
Evz, J.—Does this use of Cardigan House amount to the exercise 
therein of a noisy, noisome, or offensive trade or business? I do not 
think it does. To hold that the carrying on of such an institution 
would involve a breach of that part of the covenant would, I think, 
be enlarging the operation of the covenant beyond reasonable limits, 
The second branch of the covenant on which the plaintiffs rely is of 
a more far-reaching operation. It extends to everything which can be 
noisome or injurious or offensive, even though the business is not 
per 8€ a noisy, noisome, or offensive one within the first branch of the 
covenant, and I now have to consider whether the plaintiffs have estab- 
lished the allegations on which they rely as disclosing breaches of this 
part of the covenant. The alleged grounds of complaint fall under four 
heads, that is to say, sights, noise, smells, and risk of infection. As to 
sights, it is not proved that ‘‘every detail of the dressing of the 
patients is visible to inhabitants of neighbouring housts.’’ As to noise, 
it has been much exaggerated, and, like the sights, could not reasonably 
be said to amount to anything that was noisome or offensive, though it 
might now and again be distressing and even annoying. As to smells, 
the case with regard to the disinfectants, in my opinion, came to 
nothing, and as the alleged smell from the burning of dressings and 
bandages was not mentioned until the trial I cannot allow that to be 
substituted for the complaint in the pleading. I pass now to the real 
and substantial objection which is summed up in the allegation ‘‘ tuber- 
culosis is an endemic and infectious disease, and the hospital is a 
source of danger to the neighbourhood.’’ The first part of that allega- 
tion ig not disputed, though the defendants have proved that the risk 
of infection from pulmonary tuberculosis is very much greater than 
from surgical cases, and that surgical tuberculosis is not generally 
derived from another person but from an animal, as, for example, from 
drinking infected cow’s milk. The second part of the allegation raises 
an issue of fact, and on this the evidence which I have heard is all one 
way. I have heard the testimony of a succession of physicians, all of 
great experience, on the subject, and their opinion is unanimous and 
unshaken that this hospital is not a source of danger to the neighbour- 
hood, and that there is no risk of infection from it to those in its im- 
mediate vicinity. It would be impossible in the face of this unanimity 
for any court to hold that the plaintiffs have established the second 
part of their allegation. The hospital is in no sense a danger to the neigh- 
bourhood, and there is nothing in the way in which it is conducted 
which can properly be said to be noisome or offensive. So far, there- 
fore, as the action is based on alleged breaches of the covenant con- 
tained in the lease of 18th February, 1887, or on common law nuisance, 
I hold that it fails. The plaintiffs, however, have raised another and 
more difficult case. After the building estate. had been de- 
Mee a the plaintiff Herbert was minded to dispose of his 
freehold reversion, and on 2nd August, 1889, he and his 
trustees conveyed to Miss Wilson (inter alia) the site of Car- 
digan House, subject to the subsisting lease to the defendant 
Thomas, and Miss Wilson for herself, her heirs, executors, administra- 
tors, and assigns covenanted with Herbert, his heirs, and assigns, and 
also separately with every person who should thereafter be seized pf or 
entitled to any estate or interest in any hereditaments subject to the 
limitations and provisions of the settlement under which Mr. Herbert 
was tenant for life, and their respective assigns, to the intent that the 
burden of the covenant might run with the premises therein expressed 
to be granted, and every part thereof, that she her heirs, and assigns 
would not at any time thereafter use the said premises thereby assured, 
or any part thereof, or any messuage or dwelling-house then erected or 
thereafter to be erected thereon, or permit the same to be used for the 
purposes of any trade or business, or otherwise than as a private dwell- 
ing-house. On 14th April, 1893, Miss Wilson conveyed and released the 
site of Cardigan House, and the house and out-buildings,. to the 
defendant Thomas, subject to the lease of 18th February, 1887, and the 
term thereby created, but to the intent that the said term might be 
thenceforth absolutely merged in and consolidated with the reversion or 
inheritance in fee simple of the premises expectant on the determination 
of the said term, and Thomas covenanted to indemnify the vendor against 
the covenants and restrictions contained in the conveyance of 1889. 
In these circumstances the plaintiffs, two of whom are owners in fee 
simple by virtue of conveyances containing similar restrictive covenants 
to those in the conveyance of 1889, and executed subsequent thereto, 
allege that Cardigan House is now subjected to the more stringent 
restrictions imposed by the conveyance of 1889, and that the defendants 
can no longer successfully assert that its user is regulated by the less 
burdensome covenant contained in the lease of February, 1887. From 
1893 onwards the defendant Thomas was, in my opinion, bound by 
covenant enforceable by the plaintiff Herbert and his assignees not to 
use Cardigan House otherwise than as a private dwelling-house. The 
present user admittedly involves a breach of this covenant, and I pro- 
pose to grant an injunction in the terms of the covenant down to the 
words ‘‘ private dwelling-house.’’ Such an injunction will, I think, 
give the plaintiffs all the relief to which they have proved themselves 
‘to be entitled. Evidence has been given from which it appears that in 
the present condition of general hospitals, taxed as they are to their 
utmost capacity, the closing of this hospital would involve the return of 
the patients to their homes, not infrequently to surroundings calculated 
to aggravate their sufferings, and effectually to eradicate any chance of 
a cure. I am satisfied that no one of the plaintiffs would willingly pre- 
cipitate so great a catastrophe, and I therefore propose to suspend the 
operation of the injunction for six months from to-day, and to give the 
defendants liberty to apply for a further suspension should the present 
conditions continue to prevail at the end of the six months.—Counser, 
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Clayton, K.C., and G. B. Hamilton; Maugham, K.C., and Sheldon. 
Soxtcrrors, Gamlen & Co. for Huntzr & White, Newport, Mon. ; Elits 
Davies, Roberts & Co. for D. W. Evans, Cardiff. 


5 ets ) pf Baported_ ap a: B. Writuss, Barrister-at-Law.] 
‘” he HAMPTON. HAMPTON ». MAWER. Astbury, J. 7th May. 


Wut — Construction —Degatx Duries—Lecactes Given Free or 
} |). Legacy Duty—Drrection to Pay ‘‘My Deatn Dutms”’ Ovr oF 
4 Resripve—Speciric Devisk—Succession Duty. 


», Where a testator stated in his will ‘‘ the following legacies I give sree 
N/ jo} legacy duty, which is to be borne by my residuary estate,’’ and then 
proceeded to leave numerous pecuniary and specific legacies to varius 
persons other than his sister, and then devised and bequeathed his 
property at Woldingham to his sister, and his residue to his trustees on 


: rust to sell and pay, inter alia, his death duties, and the residue to 
K certain residuary legatees. 

Held, applying the wide definition of death duties in certain Finance 
Acts, and the construction put upon those words in the cases of Re 
Cayley (1904, 2 Ch. 781) and Re Kennedy (1916, 2 Ch. 379), that. the 
words ‘death duties’’ must here be taken to include succession duty, 
and that the earlier provision as to payment of legacy duty was 
redundant. 

This was a summons to determine the meaning of the words ‘‘ death 
duties ’’ in the will of the téstator, the material parts of which were as 
follows :—‘‘I direct my funeral and testamentary expenses and debts 
shall be paid as soon as conveniently may be after my decease. All the 
following legacies I give free of legacy duty, which is to be borne by 
my residuary estate.”” [Here followed numerous specific and pecuniary 
legacies to various persons, not including his sister Violet.] ‘‘I give, 
devise, and ueath unto my sister Violet... the whole of my 

roperty at Woldingham, including my interest in the syndicate holding 
fond at Church Farm, and the residue of my furniture and farm stock 
and equipment, and the sum of £500. All the rest, residue and re- 
’ mainder of my estate whatsoever and wheresoever, whether real or 
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personal, I give to my trustees upon trust to sell, call in the same, with | 


power to postpone . . . and out of the proceeds to pay my funeral and 
testamentary expenses and debts, death duties, and the legacies given 
by this my will, or any codicil thereto, and to stand possessed of the 
remainder of the said proceeds in trust for’’ the residuary legatees. 
Counsel for the sister, Violet, contended that the wide definition of 
death duties to include the whole of the duties payable under the 
various Finance Acts had become common parlance. They referred for 
this definition to the Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), s. 13 (3); 
the Finance Act, 1900 (63 Vict. c. 7), s. 14 (1); Death Duties (Killed in 
the War) Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 76); Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915 
(5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 89), s. 46; Finance Act, 1916 (6 & 7 Geo. 5, c. 24), 
s. 61; Finance Act, 1917 (7 & 8 Geo. 5, c. 31), s. 29; and contended that 
,the definitions contained in these Acts shewed that the words ‘‘ death 
duties’ include succession duty. In the case of Re Cayley (1904, 2 
Ch. 781), death duties were held to include settlement estate duty, and 
Re ‘Kennedy (1916, 2 Ch. 379) and Re Briggs (1914, 2 Ch. 413) sup- 
ported this view. This is the view expressed in the text-books : 
Halsbury’s Laws of England, Vol. 13, p. 180; Chitty’s Statutes (Death 
Duties), Vol. 4, p. 1. The Land Transfer Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 65), 
which vests the land in the executors, renders them accountable for suc- 
cession duty under section 44 of the Succession Duty Act (16 & 17 Vict. 
c. 51), though the parties liable are the successors. Counsel for the 
residuary legatees contended that the testator meant by ‘‘ death duties 
the duties for which the estate was directly liable, and not the duties 
which the law threw on the beneficiary, beca13e if this was not so the 
direction as to the payment of legacy duties was mere surplusage. 
Astsury, J., after stating the facts, and referring to the casés of 
Re Cayley (1904, 2 Ch 781) and Re Kennedy (1916, 2 Ch. 379), said : 
The Legislature having in so many statutes adopted the expression 
‘death duties ’’ as including succession duty, I hold, on the construction 
/of this particular will, that the whole of the duties, including succession 
duty, which can be described as death duties, are payable out of residue. 
The earlier provision as to the payment of legacy duty is on this view 
unnecessary, and pro tantc redundant, but it does not cut down the 
primé facie meaning of death duties in the will—CounseL, Joseph 
Tanner; Lavington; Horace Fenton; Owen Thompson, 
Moon, Gilks, & Moon. 
»f [Repotted by L M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 





F King’s Bench Division. 


MONTEFIORE v. MENDAY MOTOR COMPONENTS CO. (LTD.) 
Shearman, J. 9th and 15th May, 


Conrract—ILLecaLrty—ComMission—PAYMENT or ConTRACTS OBTAINED 
FROM CGOoOVERNMENT—PvusBLic Poticy—IttecaLiry Nor PLEADED— 


Ossection By CouRT. 

hi The defendants agreed to pay 10 per cent. on money obtained for 

mV them by the plaintiff to be used as capita in their business of manufac 

, . turers of aircraft components. The plaintiff undertook to obtain the 
F MU money through his alle t 

Be ithe Ceverament on the Air Board. An advarce was, in fact, made 

. the Government, and defendants paid £100° becwse they ‘‘ thought 

; E v2 plaintiff was working in their interests, and helping them td get, 

q the money they required.” They refused to pay commission on further 


_ 


} 


amounts advanced, alleging that these were obtained from the Govern- 


SoricrTors, | 


ment by their own direct negotiations. The Judge found thut the bargain 
was that the plaintiff shauld exert his influence with servanta of the 
Crown in order to induce an advance of public money to the defen- 
dants, and that this was the true consideration for the commission note. 


Held, that the contract was illegal and void as contrary to public 
policy. , 

Action tried by Shearman, J. Claim on a commission note given by 
the defendants to plaintiff as follows : ‘‘Mr. Abraham Montefiore. In 
consideration of your finding me the necessary capital I am prepared to 
pay you 10 per cent. on the amount introdaced, either direct or in- 
direct, and also to allot to you 40 shares in the Menday Components 
Co. (Limited). W. E. Keeling, managing director.’’ The circumstances 
under which this note was given were that the plaintiff, who had no 
occupation except that of a financier, was a member of the Imperial 
Air Fleet Committee, a voluntary body of noblemen and gentlemen of 
position. The defendant company carried on the business of making 
component parts of aircraft, and they advertised in 1916 for a loan 
of money. The plaintiff introduced himself to the managing director 
in May, 1916. Having been notified by the Director-General of Military 
Aeronautics that the Government could not give an undertaking to 
employ the firm fully if they extended their works and plant, the 
plaintiff then had an interview with Mr. Keeling, and told him that 
a large number of important aircraft firms had approached him for 
financial assistance, and he thought the best course was to lay the 
facts before the Air Board. He told Mr. Keeling that he would include 
his firm in the list in order to obtain the capital, either through him 
(the plaintiff), with a Government guarantee, or, failing that, through 
the Air Board. He said that Mr. Keeling strongly pressed him to 
urge the matter on his behalf, and to exert his influence with officials of 
the Air Board. The defendants obtained certain advances of money from 
the Government, and they paid the plaintiff £100. The. plaintiff 
claimed further commission on the sums so obtained, but the defen- 
dants denied that the commission had been earned. They did not 
plead the defence of public policy. 

SHEARMAN, J., said that he did not propose to decide whether the 
plaintiff was the effective cause of the capital being found, as he held 
that the contract was illegal and void as contrary to public policy. 
In such a case, whether the parties took the point or waived it, it was 
the duty of the Judge himself to take the objection : Holman v. John- 
son (1775, 1 Cowp. 341), at law by Lord Mansfield, and Zvans v. 
Richardson (1817, 1 Mer. 469), in equity by Lord Eldon. It was con- 
trary to public policy that a person should hired when he had access 
to persons of interest and influence in the Government te procure a 
benefit from the Government : Lord Eldon in Norman v. Cole (1800, 3 
Esp. 253). One must look at the acts contemplated by the contract to 
see whether they tended to be injurious to the public interest, and a 
contract of this kind had a most pernicious tendency. At a time when 
public money was being advanced to private firms for objects of 
national safety, it would tend to corrupt the public service, and to 

bring into existence a class of person somewhat like those who, in 

ancient times of corrupt politics, were described as ‘‘ carryers,’’ who 
undertook for money to get titles and honours for those who agreed 
to pay them for their influence : Lord St. Leonards in Zgerton v. Earl 

Brownlow (1853, 4 H. L. C. 1, 234). Burrough, J., in Richardson v. 

Mellizh (1824, 2 Burg. 229, p. 252), said that public policy was *‘a very 
unruly horse, and when once you get astride it you never know where 

it will carry you.’’ Lord Bramwell, in Mogul Steamship Co. v. 

McGregor, Gow & Co. (40 W. R. 337, 1892; A. C. 25, 45), and Lord 
| Halsbury in Janson v. Driefontein Consolidated Mines (Limited) (51 
| W. R. 142; 1902, A. C. 484, 491) repeated the warning. But, applying 
| the words of Pollock, C.B., in Hgerton v. Earl Brownlow (supra), p. 
| 149, he was bound to look for the principles of former decisions, and 
not to shrink from applying them with firmness and caution to any 
new and extraordinary case that might arise ; and it was both in accord- 
ance with precedent and with public interest that this contract should 
| be declared void as against public policy. Both the action and the counter- 
claim for the £100 paid to the plaintiff by the defendants would be 

dismissed with costs.—Counset #. J. Willis, for the plaintiff ; Coumbe, 
for the defendants. Soricirors, H. A. Graham & Wigley; Swann, 

Hardmann, & Co. 

[Reported by G. H. Kwyort, Barrister-at-Law.] 











| Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
| Division, .~ 


NORRIS v. NORRIS and SMITH. Hill J. 28th Jan. 

Drvorce—Hvssanp’s Surr—KNowLepGE oF Co-RESPONDENT AS TO Re- 

SPONDENT BEING A MarrIED” WomaNn—Costs—MatTriImoniaL Causes 
Acr, 1857 (20 anp 21 Vicr. c. 85), s. 34 

Where a co-respondent has committed adultery with a respondent 

| without knowing that she was a married woman, and subsequently 

| knows that she is a married woman and continues to commit adultery 

| with her, the Court is not precluded from giving costs against the co- 


ged connection and influence with officials of | respondent because he did not know the respondent wae a married 


woman at the commencement of the adultery, but will take all the facts 

into its consideration, and will give costs against him if it thinks fit. 
This was a husband’s suit for dissolution of Marriage on the ground 

of his wife’s adultery. “The respondent put in no answer. e co- 
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respondent put in an answer denying the adultery, but at the trial 
admitted the adultery, but alleged that when the guilty intimacy com- 
menced he had no knowledge that the respondent was a married woman. 

Hu, J., pronounced a decree nisi, and on the question of costs said 
that section 54 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, gave the Court com- 
plete discfetion. Practice gave the Court guiding rutes which, however, 
were not binding on the Court. It was argued that by the practice of 
the Court the co-respondent was never condemned in costs if at the 
time of the adultery he did not know the respondent was a married 
woman. Also, that the co-respondent was never condemned in costs 
if at the time of the first act of adultery he did not know, even though 
subsequently, while committing adultery with her, he did know she 
was married. He (the learned Judge) did not think the practice of 
the Court was correctly stated in that broad way. Jeune, J., in Bilby 
v. Ldby (1902, P. 8) correctly stated the practice, that where a co- 
respondent has found out, when too late to repair the wrong, that the 
woman with whom he has taken up is a married woman, he ought 
not, because he does not then desert her, to be held liable for costs. 
But Sir F. Jeune was then dealing with a case in which the wife had 
begun an adulterous connection with the co-respondent some years 
after she had separated from her husband. In such cases, where the 
adulterous wife is living with the co-respondent, and he learns that 
she is a married woman after that connection has begun, and continues 
it after the knowledge is acquired, I can well understand, and, like 
Sir F. Jeune, recognize as fair and proper enough a rule that, in such 
circumstances, the co-respondent who doe: not desert his mistress should 
not be punished in costs. But the practice does not, in my opinion, 
go further than that. In other cases the conduct of the co-respondent 
must be judged by the facts of the particular case, and when at the 
time of the adultery committed the co-respondent knows, the Court is 
not precluded from giving costs against him where the fact was that 


he also committed adultery before he knew. Were it otherwise, a co- 
respondent and respondent, against whom adultery with knowledge is 
proved, could always save the co-respondent from costs by confession 


of earlier adultery without knowledge. In the present case there had 

been adultery with knowledge in 1915 and 1916, and adultery without 

knowledge in 1914. Under these circumstances the co-respondent would 

be condemned in costs.—Counset, Skinner, for petitioner; Bickmore, 

for co-respondent. Soricrrors, D. Figur & Co.; Peet & Mandueli. 
{Reported by C. G. TaLsotT-PonsonByY, Barrister-at-Law). 


New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 31st May contains the following :— 

1. An Order in Council, dated 31st May, varying the Statutory List 
under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act, 1915. 
Additions are made as follows:—Argentina, Paraguay and Uruguay 
(4); Bolivia (1); Brazil (8) Chile (10); Colombia (5); Ecuador (3); 
Guatemala (3); Hayti and Dominican Republics (2); Mexico (16) ; 
Netherlands (2); Netherland East Indies (3); Nicaragua (3); Norway 
(13); Peru (7); Salvador (2); Spain (28); Venezuela (9). There are also 
a number of removals from and variations in the List, and the usual 
notices are appended (see ante, p. 10). General inquiries for new con- 
nections abroad should be addressed to the Comptroller General, Depart- 
ment of Overseas Trade (Development and Intelligence), 73, Basinghall- 
street, London, E.C. 2. A List (The Consolidated List, No. 51a) con- 
solidating all previous Lists, up to and including that of the Sth April, 
1918, together with List No. 52 of 19th April, 1918, List No. 53 of 3rd 
May, 1918, List No. 54 of 17th May, 1918, List No. 55 of 24th May, 
1918, and the present List, contain all the names which up to this date 
are included in the Statutory List. 

2. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Department) Notice, dated 31st 
May, that certain names are added to the List of persons and bodies 
at ay my to whom articles to be exported to China may be consigned. 

. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners (No. 665 of the year 1918).— 

Anchorage 








England, South-East Coast: South Foreland—Prohibite 
north-eastward of. 
The London Gazette of 4th June contains the following :— 
4. An Order in Council, dated 4th June, extending to the Isle of 
Man, with certain adaptations, the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 


5. A Notice that appointments have been made to the Military Appeal 
Tribunals as follows: —County of Northampton (1); County o Seine 
(1); County of Lancaster (1); County of Montgomery (1); County of 
Rutland (1) ; East Central District of the West Riding of Yorkshire (1). 

6. Notices under the Corn Production Act, 1917, that the Agricultural 
Wages Board (England and Wales) propose to fix minimum rates of 
wages for the following counties :—Leicester and Rutland; Dorset; 
— Herefordshire; Kent; Gloucestershire; and Brecon and 

nor. 





A Proclamation 


Wrreprawinc Certars Curtirrrcatss or Exemption rrom Mrmurary 
SERVICE. 

Whereas by Sub-section (1) of Section three of the Military Service 
(No: 2) Act, 1918, it is provided that His Majesty may, by Proclamation 
declaring that a national emergency has arisen, direct that any certifi- 
cates of exemption, other than certificates expressed to be granted or 
renewed solely on the ground specified in paragraph (c) or on the ground 
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specified in Paragraph (d) of Sub-section (1) of Section two of the Military 
Service Act, 1916, or renewed to any class or body of men 
specified in the tion, or to men of any class or description so 
specified, shall, as from the date specified in the Proclamation, cease to 
have effect, and all certificates to which the Proclamation applies shall 
as from that date cease to be in force: 

And whereas by Sub-section (2) of Section three of the Military Service 
(No. 2) Act, 1918, it is provided that while any such Proclamation 
remains in ‘operation no application shall, except im so far as the 
Proclamation provides for the making of applications in any special 
cases, be entertained for the grant or maswel of the certificates men- 
tioned in that sub-section : 

And whereas a national emergency has arisen : 

_ Now, therefore, We, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council, 
in pursuance of the said Act and all other powers enabling Us in that 
behalf, do hereby direct that, as from the Eighth day of June, 1918, 
the certificates of exemption from military service specified in the First 
Schedule to this Our Royal Proclamation shall cease to have effect : 

And in pursuance of the powers aforesaid We do hereby further 
direct that, notwithstanding that this Our Royal Proclamation is in 
operation, applications for certificates of exemption may be made in 
the special cases and subject to the provisions specified in the Second 


Schedule hereto. 
FIRST SCHEDULE. 
All certificates of exemption granted or renewed to men born in the 
year 1900 exclusive of :— 

(1) Certiticates held by men who, pursuant to their last authorized 
—- examination, are at the date of this Proclamation in medical 
grade 

(2) Certificates granted or renewed on grounds of employment 
by Colliery Recruiting Courts to persons employed in or about 
coal mines. 

(3) Certificates granted or renewed on grounds: of employment 
by Port Labour Committees, or the London Shipowners and- Trans- 
port Workers Military Service Committee to men whe at the date 
of this Proclamation are pursuant to their last authorized medical 
examination in a medical grade or category other than Grade 1 
or Category A. 

(4) Certificates expressed to be granted or renewed solely on the 
ground specified in paragraph (c) or on the ground specified in 
paragraph (d) of Sub-section (1) of Section two of the Military 
Service Act, 1916, that is to say, on the grounds of ill-health or 
infirmity, or of a conscientious objection to the undertaking of 
combatant service. 

SECOND SCHEDULE. 
Application may be made to an Appeal Tribunal in respect of a man 
born in the year 1900 for the grant or renewal of a certificate ot 


exemption :— 
(i) Solely on the ground ified in paragraph (b) of Sub-section 
(1) of Section two of the Military Service Act, 1016, in respect 
of a man who establishes to the satisfaction of the Tribunal that 
he is the last surviving son of a widow, of whom at least one son 
has died as a result of wounds received in, or sickness contracted 
by, service with Our Armed Forces during the present war ; or 
(ii) Solely on the ground specified in paragraph {a of Sub-section 
(1) of Section two of the Military Service Act, 1916, in respect of a 
man whose certificate was expressed to be granted ar renewed on 
such ground in addition to a ground specified in paragraphs: (a) or 
(b) of that or gene lodged 5 
rovided that such ication is ed with the ee Appeal 
Tribunal im fren Sa 4 with the Regulations for Tribunals for the 
time -being in force. 


4th June. 
Explanatory Notes. 


Note 1.—This Proclamation operates to withdraw oniy certificates of 
exemption granted by Tribunals and by Government Departments under 
Section 2 of the Military Service Act, 1916. It does not affect protection 
certificates issued under the Schedule of Protected ations M.M. 
130 (Revised), namely, Forms 34764, 3476p, and 2476 W.M.V., to men 
employed on ‘sdmizeibr, War Office, or Munitions work, or protection 
certificates issued to men employed by mors Aes: omy 6 or agricul- 
tural vouchers issued by County Agricultural Executive Committees in 
England and Wales, or by the Board of Agriculture for Scotland in 
Scotland. 

Nors 2.—Certificates of exemption to which this Proclamation applies 
cease to be in force on the 8th June, 1918. The holder of such a certi- 
ficate must forthwith transmit the certificate, together with a notifica- 
tion that it has ceased to be in force, to the Local Office of the Ministry 
of National Service for the area in which the holder of the certificate 
is registered under the National Registration Acts, 1915 and 1918. If 
any man fails without reasonable cause or excuse to do so he is guilty 


of an offence under the Military Service (No. 2) Act, 1918. 
(Gazette, 4th June. 


A Proclamation 


RELATING To THE IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES INTO THE 
Unirzp Krvapom. 
[Recital of Sect. 45 of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876.] 
As from and after the date hereof, subject as hereinafter provided, 
the importation into the United Kingdom of the following articles is 
hereby prohibited, viz. :—Cheese; fuses, fuse components and parts ; 
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- motor spirit (incl ing aviation spirit), kerosene (including white spirit), 
gas oil, fuel oil and disti i 
produced ; s cane; treadle lathes of 3-in. centres and over. 
Provided always, and it is hereby declared, that this prohibition shall 


ee 
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by or on behalf of the Board of , and subject to the provisions and 
conditions of such licence. 
This eg may be cited as the Prohibition of Import (No. 25) 
n, ‘ 


4th June. (Gazette, 4th June. 





Orders in Council. 
THE WEST NORFOLK AND LINCOLN LIQUOR .CONTROL 
AREAS. 


({Recitals.] 

It is hereby ordered as follows :— 

The Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and 
any Regulations amending the same shall be, and are hereby applied 
to the respective areas defined and specified in the Schedule hereto. 


4th June, 
SCHEDULE. 


1. The West Norfolk Area, being the area comprising so much of 
the County of Norfolk as is not comprised in the Eastern Area as 
defined and specified in the Schedule to an Order in Council, dated 
the 18th day of August, 1916. 

2. The Lincoln Area, being the area comprising the City of Lincoln, 
the Rorough of Boston, and the Petty Sessional Division of Kirton and 
Skirbeck, in the administrative County of the Parts of Holland ; the 
administrative County of the Parts of Kesteven (excepting the Petty 
Sessional Division of Bourne) ; and the administrative County of the 
Parts of Lindsey, in the County of Lincoln (excepting so much of the 
Jast-mentioned administrative County as is comprised in the Humber 
Area as defined and specified in the Schedule to an Order in Council, 
dated the 13th day of April, 1918). 

(Gazette, 4th June. 


ee 


ALIENS RESTRICTION. 
[Recital of Aliens Restriction Order.] 
It is hereby ordered. as follows :-— 
The following subsection shall be substituted for subsection (1) of 
Article 258 :— 

“‘ (1) A registration officer may, subject to the general or special 
instructions of a Secretary of State, grant to a Turkish subject 
resident in his registration district who is proved to his satisfaction 
to fulfil amy conditions as-to race, religion, origin or otherwise, 
which may be specified in such- directions, and to be opposed to 
the Turkish régime and well disposed towards the interests of His 
Majesty and His Allies, a certificate of exemption from all or 
any of the provisions of this part of this Order except such as 
apply to alien friends.’’ 


4th June. (Gazette, 4th June. 


THE AIR FORCE. 


a ay oe of Sect. 13 of the Air Force (Constitution) Act, 1917.] 
t is hereby ordered as follows :— 

1. The Enactments mentioned in the first column of the Schedule to 
this Order, being Enactments relating to the Secretary of State for the 
War Department, or the Officers and Soldiers of the Army, shall apply 
in relation to the President of the Air Council, and the Officers and 
Men of the Air Force, subject to the modifications and adaptations 
specified in the second column of that Schedule. 

2. This Order may be cited as the Air Force (Application of Enact- 
ments) (No. 3) Order, 1918. 


4th June. 
SCHEDULE. 





Enactments applied. Modifications and Adaptations. 





The reference to a ‘‘ Soldier” shall be construed 


The Stamp Act, 1815 
as including a reference to an Airman. 


(55 Geo. 3, c. 184), 
Schedule, Part IIl. 


The Finance Act, 1894 | The reference to “ Soldiers” shall be construed 
(57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), as including a reference to Airmen. 
Section eight. References to “service on land,” “subject to 


military law,” “soldier” and “ Army Act” 
shall respectively be construed as including 
references to service by air, subject to the 
Air Foree Act, airman, and the Air Force 


Act, 

The reference to ‘‘ Secretary of State” shall be 
construed as including a reference to the 
Secretary of S.ate wio is President of the 
Air Council. 


The Finance Act, 1900 
63 & 64 Vict. c. 7), 
on fourteen. 
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Admiralty Orders. 
NOTICE TO MARINERS. 
No. 651 of the year 1918. 
NORTH SEA, 
Caution with regard to Prohibited Area. 
Former Notice—No. 536 of 1918; hereby cancelled. 
Caution 
In view of the unrestricted warfare carried on by Germany at sea 
by means of mines and submarines, not only against the Allied Powers, 
but also against Neutral shipping, and the tact that merchant ships 
are constantly sunk without regard to the ultimate safety of their 
crews, H.M. Government give notice that the fotlowing protubited area 
has been established in the North sea dangerous to all shipping, and 


should be avoided, 
Prohibited Area. 


The area enclosed by a line joining the following positions :— 
(1) Lat. 59° 124’ N., long. 4° 49’ E 


(2) Lat. 59° 29’ N., long. 3° 10’ E. 
(3) Lat. 58° 25’ N., long 0° 50’ W. 
(4) Lat. 59° 20’ N., long. 0° 50’ W 
(5) Lat. 60° 21’ N., long. 3° 10’ E. 
(6) Lat. 60° 00’ 4° 543’ E. 


N., long. 
thence along the western 4 
to position (1). 
Note.—This Admiralty Notice to Mariners is a revision of the former 
Notice quoted above. 
Authority.—The Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty. 
27th May. [Gazette, 3lst May. 


mits of Norwegian territorial waters 


Army Council Orders. 


CARNAUBA WAX. ; 


Notice is hereby given, that the Notice given by the Army Council, 
under the Defence of the Realm Regulations, dated the llth day of 
July, 1917, and relating to Carnauba Wax, is hereby cancelled. 

3th May. [Gazette, 3lst May. 


THE SEA ISLAND COTTON ORDER, 1918. 

1. No person shall, without a permit issued by or on —. of the 
Director of Raw Materials, purchase, sell or make or take delivery 
of or payment for any West Indian Sea Island or Carolina Sea Island 
Cotton, or any Article wholly or partly manufactured therefrom. 

2. No person shall, without a permit issued by or on behalf of the 
Director of Raw Materials, put into process of manufacture any West 
Indian Sea Island or Carolina Sea Island Cotton. 

3. This Order may be cited as The Sea Island Cotton Order, 1918. 

3rd June. [Gazette, 4th June. 


Board of Trade Orders. 
NON-FERROUS METAL INDUSTRY ACT, 1918. 

Notice is hereby given, in accordance with Section 1, sub-section 7 
of the Non-Ferrous Metal Industry Act, 1918, and No. 11 of thg Statu- 
tory Rules and Orders, No. 265 of 1918 (Non-Ferrous Metal Industry), 
that Licences under the Noa-Ferrous Metal Industry Act have been 
granted by the Board of Trade to the undermentioned companies, firms 
or individuals :— 

Here follows a list of about ninety names.] 


th May. [Gazette, 31st May. 


THROUGH RATES (GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND) No. 2 
ORDER, 1918. 
1. The Charges at present in force for carrying merchandise between 


Great Britain and Ireland may be increased by amounts not exceeding 
those specified in the Schedule to this Order. : 1 

2. The increased charges authorized by this Order shall be in addition 
to those authorized by the Through Rates (Great Britain and Treland) 
Orders, 1917 and 1918, and shall be allocated to the sea portion of the 
ourney. 

; 3. This Order shall come into force on the 1st day of July, 1918. 

4. This Order may be cited as the Through Rates (Great Britain and 
Ireland) No. 2 Order, 1918. 
[Schedule of increased charges.] 


Ist June. [Gazette, 4th June. 


Food Orders. 


THE LIVE STOCK (SALES) ORDER, 1918. 

1. Pregnant animals and calves not to be sent or sold for — or 
slaughtered.}—(a) No person shall bring or send or cause to be rought 
or sent to any market for sale for slaughter or sell or buy for a on 





(Gasette, 4th June. 


or cause or permit to be slaughtered, any in-pig sow of any age, .im- b 
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ewe of any age, in-calf cow or in-calf heifer, or sell or buy for slaughter 
or cause or permit to be slaughtered any calf. 
- * . 


b 


2. Veal.}—(a) No veal shall be sold, supplied, or offered or exposed for 
sale except :— 

(i) to persons who in the ordinary course of their business are 
manufacturers of sausages, meat pies, and other similar article and 
for the purposes of such business; or 

(ii) as part of the contents of a sausage, meat pie, or other similar 
article. 

(6) The prohibition contained in this clause shall not apply to veal 

roved to have been obtained from a calf born outside of the British 

slands. 

3. Beast and sheep not to be slaughtered unless sold in a market.}—(a} 
No person shall slaughter any beast or any sheep unless such beast or 
sheep has within the fourteen days immediately preceding the date of 
slaughter been bought and sold in a market in Great Britain in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this Order relating to the sale of beasts or 
sheep fit for slaughter. 

4. Sales of beasts or sheep to be at a market.|—No person shall sell or 
buy or offer to sell or buy any beast or sheep for slaughter unless such 
beast or sheep is at the time of such sale or offer in a market. 

5. Restrictions on sales of beasts in markets.}—Except as otherwise 
provided by this Order no beast fit for slaughter shall be bought or sold 
in any market, except in accordance with the following provisions :— 

(a) The beast shall before sale be graded as belonging to one of 
the four grades mentioned in the Schedule to this Order by a 
person authorized in that behalf by the Food Controller ; 

(6) The beast shall be sold only to a person who is authorized by 


the Food Controller to buy live stock in a market on his behalf | 


(hereinafter called a Government buyer) ; 

(c) The price on the occasion of a sale to a Government buyer 
shall not exceed the maximum price ascertained on the basis of 
such grading in accordance with the provisions of the Schedule. 


6. Restrictions on sales of sheep in markets.}—Except as otherwise 
provided by this Order no — fit for slaughter shall be bought or sold 
in any market, except in accordance with the following provisions : — 

(a) The sheep shall have been valued by a person authorized by 
the Food Controller to ascertain its fair value ; 

(6) The sheep shall be sold only to a Government buyer; and 

(c) The price on the occasion of a sale to a Government buyer 
shall not exceed the fair value so ascertained. 


7. Ascertainment of fair value.) 


11. Restriction on markets.) 

12. Entry and inspection.]} 

13. Interpretation.) 

14. Penalties.) 

15. Revocation.) 

16. Title and extent of Order and commencement.}—(a), This Order 
may be cited as the Live Stock (Sales) Order, 1918. 

(6) This Order shall not extend to Ireland, 

(c) This Order shall come into force on 13th May, 1918. 

8th May. 


{Schedule of Maximum Prices for Cattle.] 


THE DAMAGED GRAIN, SEEDS AND PULSE (PRICES) ORDER, 
1917 (AMENDMENT). 


The Food Controller hereby orders that the Damaged Grain, Seeds 
and Pulse (Prices) Order, 1917 (hereinafter called the Principal Order) 
shall be amended as follows :— 

1. The following words shall be inserted at the end of Clause 1 of the 
Principal Order: “Provided that in the application of this Order to 
mize, it shall apply only to maize which has been damaged by water.”’ 

2. Clause 2 (b) of the Principal Order shall be revoked as at the 20th 
a 1918, and the following clause shall be substituted therefor :— 

(6) Maximum Prices.) 


10th May. 


THE HORSE AND POULTRY MIXTURES ORDER. 1917 
(AMENDMENT). 


The Food Controller hereby orders that the Horse and Poultry Mix- 
tures Order, 1917 (hereinafter called the Principal Order) shall be 
amended as follows :— 

1, Clause 3 (5) (iii) of the Principal Order shall he revoked and the 
following sub-clause shall be substituted therefor :— 

As to ascertainment of cost.] 


13th May. 





It’s WaR-TIME, BuT—Don’t ForGET 
THE MIDDLESEX HosPITAL. 
Its RESPONSIBILITIES ARE GREAT AND MUST BE MET. 














Societies. 
The Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the Law Society will 
be pe in the Hall of the Society on Friday, the 12th day of July next, 
at 2 p.m. . 

The following are the names of the Members of the Council retiring by 
rotation: Mr. Budd, Mr. Coward, Mr. Dawes, Mr. Foster, Mr. Lyttei- 
ton, Mr. Milne, Mr. Paris, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Welsford, Mr. Win- 
terbotham. So far as is known they will be nominated for re-election. 

There are four other vacancies, caused by the retirement of Sir J. F. 
Beale, K.B.E., Sir E. H. Fraser, Mr. E. F. Oldham, and the late Mr. 
F. Oddin Taylor. 


Union Society of London. 


The twenty-fourth meeting of ths society was held in the Middle 
Temple Common Room on Wednesday, June 5. The subject for 
debate was : “‘ That in the opinion of this Hose the present Government 
measures against profiteering should be continued after the war.” 
Opener, Mr. Aubrey Davies ; opposer, Mr. Holt. 

The motion was lost. 








National War Savings. 


MEETING OF THE LEGAL PROFESSION. 


A meeting of the legal profession, with the object of oting the 
scheme of National War Saving, was held on Monday in Hall of the 
Middle Temple, the Lord Chancellor taking the chair. Among those 
present were the Master of the Rolls, Lord Justice Pickford, Lord 
Justice Bankes, Lord Justice Duke, Mr. Justice Sargant, Mr. Justice 
Atkin, Mr. Justice Peterson, Mr. Justice Avory, Mr. Justice Sankey, 
Mr. Justice Hill, Sir Edward Ridley, Sir H. Bargrave Deane, Sir Ernest 
Pollock, K.C., Mr. De Colyar, Kc, Mr. R. A. McCall, K.C., Mr. P. 
Ogden Lawrence, K.C., Mr. R. Hughes, K.C., Mr. J. Alderson Foote, 
K.C., Mr. N. Micklem, K.C., Mr. A. W. Bainton, K.C., Sir Reginald 
Acland, K.C., Mr. George Wallace, K.C., Mr. P. F. S. Stokes, Mr. 
J. K. Hawke, K.C., Mr. tr H. Walker, K.C., Mr. Lewis Thomas, K.C., 
His Honour Judge Barnard Lailey, K.C., Mr, T. J. Tomlin, K.C., Mr. 
Heber Hart, K.C., Mr. W. J. Disturnal, K.C., Mr. T. R. Hughes, K.C., 
Mr. G. ‘Boydell Houghton, Sir F. Robertson, Mr. Muir Mackenzie, Mr. 
Arthur Underhill, Mr. Owen Thompson, Mr. C. Ashworth James, Mr. 
Edward Beaumont, Mr. W. R. Sheldon, Mr. A. Neilson, Mr. E. W. 
Hansell, Mr. S. H. Leonard, Mr. G. W. Ricketts, Mr. R. W. Turner, 
Mr. 8. Bevan, Mr. Herbert Bentwich; Sir Walter Trower, Mr. W. 
Melmoth Walters, Mr. Cecil A. Coward, Mr. J. J. D. Botteril, Mr. 
Weedon Dawes, Sir Homewood Crawford (City Solicitor), representing 
the Law Society; Mr. John Shearman, Mr. J. A. Cowland, Mr. W. A. 
Littledale, Mr. M. Templeton, and Mr. W. J. Pickering. 


Lorp CHANCELLOR’s ADDRESS. 


The Lord Chancellor said he felt it an honour to take the chair. They 
were met to further the cause of this country and of our Allies in the 
great war in which we were now engaged. Everyone was saying that 
this was an anxious time, that this was a crisis, the greatest crisis in 
the world’s history, one sometinies heard it said. Of course, it was an 
anxious time, of course it was a great crisis; but England had gone 
through many an anxious time and through many a crisis even more 
fesendiiable than this. They would remember, he had no doubt, many 
of them, that very striking passage in one of Lord Macaulay’s essays 
in which when he described the appearance of our great Eastern Pro- 
Consul, Warren Hastings, at the trial in Westminster Hall, when he 
says that thére was written in the lines of his face as plainly as in the 
motto under his rait at Calcutta, “Mens aqua in arduis.” He 
thought that in this Warren Hastings was but the type of almost all 
the sons of England, and that in this, as in every crisis of our history, 
we might claim that the nation had preserved and would now preserve 
an equal mind to face any dangers with which it might have to deal. 
It was indeed a great crisis, but let them carry their minds back 120 
years, to 1797, at ow would find that then England was in the midst 
of a still more perilous pass, and how was that faced? Our Allies on 
the Continent had deserted us, misfortune had dogged our armies on 
land, our navy had never been beaten, as it never would be, but there 
had broken out in the navy a spirit of mutiny, prompted by grievances, 
many of them real grievances, but which threatened most formidable 
yeoalte to the country, which had relied on the navy for, safety in the 
hour of peril. ‘How did we face that peril? He dared say they would 
remember how it was told that, in the middle of the night, Lord Spencer 
came, he thought, with Dundas, to see Pitt. Tidings had arrived of so 
urgent a nature that he felt he must at once get instructions from the 
Prime Minister himself. Pitt woke up from his sleep. He heard the 
hideous intelligence of a rumour that the marines had joined in the 
mutiny and were marching on London. He gave his instructions to 
Lord Spencer, and the Ministers left him. Pitt returned to his rest. 
And when very shortly afterwards Lord - pe came back with better 
news, he found that Pitt had already fallen asleep again. There they 
had the mens aqua in arduis in action, and, as long as perils were faced 
with composure and in Pitt’s spirit, he thought that we might feel that 
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> + this coutitry would come safe through every danger. We did not indulge 


eater than our fathers, which once 
ht we might claim that we were shewing our- 
selves to be worthy children of our fathers, and, in the present Prime 
Minister, he thought, we had a touch of that spirit which made Pitt 


in the vain boast that we were 


.“the pilot who weathered the storm.’’ He thought they all felt that 


he was the man for this crisis, and, even those who had been his keenest 
political opponents in other days, recognized that now we could not 
do without Mr. Lloyd George. He was the man, as he (the Lord 
Chancellor) firmly believed, to bring this war to a victorious and a happy 
end. They might recollect that a hero of Homer who was overwhelmed 
with a burden of misfortune pulled himself together and recollected it 
was only one of many trials that had befallen him. If he might roughly 
reproduce his words, he said :— 


“ For much I suffered, much I bore, 
In storm and fate on sea and shore, 
Let this be added to the score.” 


That was the true spirit, to take it as it comes, and to recognize that in 

ing through such an experience as that we were passing through at 

is moment, we were but facing what we had already met and over- 
come in the course of our history. Let this be added to the score, 
mens equa in arduis. He had often thought there was no finer motto 
for England in this day of danger than “ , equa in arduis.”” He 
believed we had every reason to be of good cheer. The struggle was 
desperate, but he thought we were all coming to see that this was 
Germany’s last desperate throw. The tide was rising fast in our favour. 
The accession of the United States far more than counterbalanced the 
defection of Russia. The armies of the United States were fast crossing 
the Atlantic. If he might borrow the words of a poet of their own, 


“In swelling tide comes up the main.” 


We have got to hold on and victory was assured, owing to the 
co-operation of our brothers across the Atlantic, whose highest aim 
was now to fight side by side with us in the cause of freedom on the 
plains of France and Flanders. It was a matter for consideration that, 
after all, the spirit in which a nation faced difficulties was what really 
counted, and we should face our difficulties now in the old spirit. And 
he thought we had in the action of our enemies evidence of desperation, 
which might well increase our confidence in the final result. What 
meant all this bombing of hospitals, all this murdering of nurses, and 
of sick men, and of medical men, and of the attendants? It; meant the 
senseless rage of those who were maddened at the obstacle which 
England had thrown in the way of Germany, as it ever had thrown an 
obstacle in the way of any Power that aspired to supreme domination 
in Europe and the world. Their conduct at this time almost recalled 
what was said of another personage, “His wrath is great because he 
knoweth that his time is short.”” Their time is indeed short, and it 
would not be long before America redressed the balance and enabled 
us to. mete out justice to Germany. Take the treatment of our prisoners 


“by the Germans ; nothing more infamous could be conceived. It recalled 


what, he thought, was said by Froissart, that in old days the French 
and the English knights treated their prisoners well, but the Germans 
threw theirs into dungeons and loaded them with chains, in the hope 
of extorting a large and a speedy ransom. The Germans had gone on 
as they began, and had even improved on the methods of their ancestors. 
He saw lately that an English officer was punished in a German prison 
because they had found in a letter which he had sent home a passage 
in which he spoke of the way in which prisoners were treated by the 
Huns. It was the German peror himself who held up the Huns as 
an example to his people, it would be remembered, in that address to 
his brother many 0, when he reminded him how the Huns had 
struck terror into the world. If the Huns were compared with the 
Germans, he thought the Huns were the better. The Huns were bar- 
barians. They lived in the darkest of dark ages. Their method was 
nothing compared to the guilt with which Germany had exploited all 
the resources of civilization in order to cape riate dominions of which 
even the Huns might have been ashamed. e could not help feeling 
that they all realized that on this occasion they were engaged with the 
powers of evil, and, he asserted, we had every reason to be proud of 
the way in which our men were encountering them. He need say 
nothing of our sailors. Zeebrugge and Ostend might be classed with the 
most heroic deeds, even in the history of the British Navy. And there 
was ‘the heroism of our soldiers against the greatest odds. But what 
the whole Empire must admire from day to day was the heroism of 
those who had gone from this country, the heroism of those who had 
come from every dominion of ours beyond the seas to make common 
cause with the mother country. This was a matter for the most legiti- 
mate pride, which no one could read of without the deepest emotion. 
There was one thing which touched them very closely in that hall, and 
that was the splendid share that the great profession of the law, in both 
its branches, the Bar and solicitors, had played in taking part in the 
field. How many men had joined in the fighting line from their pro- 
fession! He did not believe that any profession or calling in the Empire 
had more thoroughly done its duty in this matter than the profession 
ad realized that “one crowded hour of glorious 
life is worth an age ’’—Sir Walter Scott said—“ an age without a name.” 
He should say that such a crowded life was worth an age spent in the 
practice of the profession, either at judges’ chambers or the Privy 
Council. They were proud of what the members of the profession had 
done. They thought with the deepest regret of those who had fallen 


. in the field of glory. For those who had remained, their memory would 
be ever hono 


ured, and he thought that they had added new lustre to 


one of the noblest of professions. He might be allowed to quote a jew 
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lines from the great American poet, Lowe, expressing a sentiment 
which was very much in their minds at present. In his great ode, recited 
at Harvard’s College in 1865 in connection with those who had come 
back from serving in the great American Civil War, he said, speaking 
of those who had fallen :— 


“T, with uncovered head, 

Salute the sacred dead, 
| Who went, and who returned not— 
Say not so! : 

‘Tis not the grapes of Canaan that repay, 
But the high faith that failed not by the way ; 
Virtue treads paths that end not in the grave ; 
No bar of ondiais night exiles the brave: 
And to the saner mind 
We rather seem the dead that stayed behind.’’ 


Those lines, to his mind, struck a very high note, and it was a note 
to which he thought there was a response in the bosom of every one 
of them. As for the survivors, when they came back among them, what 
a welcome they would have from all alike, their old comrades at the 
Bar and in the profession, and from those who, sitting on the bench, 
would be honoured when they appeared before them! The meeting had 
been called for a very practical purpose. He had touched on some 
of the more pt! aspects of the crisis. What could they 
do who were condemned to stay behind, they who could help? And 
he was glad to know that they were to be addressed by Sir Robert 
Kindersley as to the way in which they could provide that help which 
their enforced absence from the fighting line enabled them to give. 
He would not trench on Sir Robert Kindersley’s province, but would 
ask him to explain to the meeting what was to be done and what every- 
one of them might do to strengthen the hands of those who were so 
nobly risking all for them on the plains of France. 


NaTionaL Wark Savincs CoMMITTEE CHAIRMAN. 


Sir Robert Kindersley said he would take the opportunity of thanking 
them for allowing him to come,there and address them as representing 
the body of the legal profession. He felt that to a large extent he 
was appealing to the converted, but he could not say that wholly of 
the country. He was there to try and enlist the sympathy and co- 
operation of the profession in the work of the National War Savings 
Committee, of which he was chairman. That organization spread from 
one end of the country to the other, and he hoped to be able to tell 
them, say within the next few months, thdt practically every village 
and every hamlet throughout the country had at least one War Savings 
Association. It might interest the meeting to know that to-day there 
were 1,735 organizing or propaganda committees throughout the 
country, and 40,933 War Savings Associations, the members of which 
were contributing weekly to the national war funds. He was there to 
ask them, in those localities where they resided, and those in which 
they carried on the practice of their profession, to do all they could 
to strengthen the organization. The profession had under its control 
very large sums of money, and they were the chosen advisers of num- 
berless people in their investments; and he appealed to them to do 
everything in their power to bring home to the larger investors the 
great importance of continuous borrowing. The more evident it 
became that the war was going to last a long time the more important 
it was that the individual should be convinced of the necessity to 
save. The war was not going to be won with money only, it must 
be won by labour and material, by the service of the people of the 
country ; and it was quite evident that the war would be won by that 
nation. or’ those nations, who were able to dispose of the greatest 
amount of labour and material at the point of contact with the enemy 
when that labour and material wer mostly required. The longer the 
war lasted, the nearer we got to the limit of productive effort, and 
it therefore became more and more necessary that we should do every- 
thing in our power to divert the productive effort of the country 
from the creation of non-essentials to the creation of essentials for 


the winning of the war. We had to produce the maximum and to 
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consume the minimum, and once we could this fundamental 
economic truth into the minds of the people, then, out of the extra 
wages they would get from extra production, and out of the extra 
profits the employer would get from additional production, and out 
of the savings we should make by wiser expenditure, by saving, we 
must put more money into our pockets, and it was the duty of the 
people to place their savings at the disposal of the Government by 
purchasing Government securities. It was necessary to abstain in 
every possible way from the waste of peace time, and if this saving 
were devoted to the waste of war time we should end the war in 
a satisfactory condition. A certain measure of success had met the 
efforts which had been made, and to-day there were sixteen and three- 


uarter millions of holdings of Government securities in the country. 
he very fact that the war savings movement was founded on the 
idea of self-sacrifice must build up the character of the nation and 


increase the self-respect and the independence of the individual. It 
might interest them to know that the actual sum raised by this system 
of continuous borrowing during the six months ended March was 
£691 ,664,000, or at the rate of £1,384,000,000 a year. That was a big 
sum, but it was not big enough. Comparing it with the requirements 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, if the same amount were raised 
during the coming six months it would leave a deficit of £746,000,000. 
It was obvious that some portion of that would be borrowed from 
America, and there were certain other sources from which a part of 
it might come, but none the less it was essential that the country as 
a whole should increase its effort considerably beyond that of the sia 
months ended in March. And, personally, he saw no reason why the 
coming six months should not show a much finer result than that of 
the last six months. But the important thing was that the money 
should be raised in the right way, that healthy methods should be 
used, and that the money should come from the individual and not 
from the banking institutions of the country. Continuous borrowing 
was an infinitely better system than loans. The Lord Chancellor had 
truly said that we met to-day under the shadow of a great crisis ip 
the world’s history. If we read history we should find that war had 
always meant disappointments, it had always meant reverses before 
final victory, but we had gone to war for the greatest cause in the 
world, we went to war for the purest ideals that any nation could set 
before themselves. Our cause was the cause of humanity and of civi- 
lization. No great cause was ever won without a corresponding 
sacrifice and the sacrifices to-day were indeed great. This movement of 
continuous war savings was built on the idea of personal sacrifice and 
personal service to the State. He appealed to them to do everything 
in their power to further this movement, and so to make this great 
country of ours worthy of the wonderful sacrifices which, even at that 
very hour, were being made by the best of our manhood on the battle 
front of France. 

The Lord Chancellor proposed: “ That this representative meeting of 
the legal profession is of opinion that weekly or monthly investment in 
State securities of the savings of the people of this country provides 
the best financial means of prosecuting the war to a conclusive peace, 
and that this meeting pledges itself to support the war savings movement 
by every means in its power.’’ He said it was usual for the mover to 
sa in support of the resolution, but he was not going to do so for 
three reasons—the first, that he had already spoken; the second, that 
they had heard the most admirable and conclusive speech from Sir 
Robert Kindersley ; and third, that they were about to hear the Master 
of the Rolls, who would second the resolution. 


THe Master or tHe Rotts. 


The Master of the Rolls said he seconded the resolution with much 
leasure. The advocacy of thrift was always a pleasant and a safe one, 
ut the subject was associated with the urgent need of the country for 
the exercise of this thrift, and it was under the circumstances in which 
they had met that the meeting was asked to do something effective 
towards promoting that object. The newspapers had told us that a 
very — » sum, he thought some £50,000,000, had just been distributed 
in War Loan dividend, and they were appealed to to re-invest all their 
dividends in the Loan. There were a great many of those who received 
the dividends who were not in a position immediately to re-invest them, 
as so many of them depended upon them for their livelihood. But the 
class to which they were asked to appeal by the terms of the resolution 
was different. They were not those who were dependent upon the income 
of their investments, but those who were dependent upon their labour 
for their daily bread, and who at the present time were receiving high 
wages for that labour. They wer asked to assist in tapping a source of 
income by the weekly and monthly investments in State securities of 
those who were now earning large wages, either as working in the 
production of munitions or in the production of any engines of war, or 
engaged in any way in agricultural or food production, and out of the 
wages which were now being paid to persuade them monthly, or prefer- 
ably weekly, to save and invest in this Loan. The organization to which 
Sir Robert Kindersley had referred was an extensive and valuable one, 
but it was — of much further development, and those who were 
present, unable to take their part in the trenches or in the fighting 
ranks, were able materially to assist the country- in its need by their 
service in this direction, in assisting this organization to promote saving 
for investment in the War Loan. They all desired that the outcome of 
this meeting should be something practical, and he proposed to detain 
them in urging — all of them the way in which effective assistance 
could be given. It was by their taking an individual interest in the 


parts of the country with which they were connected, where they lived, 





the parts of the - were: familiar with, and where they had 
some local tie, the plane Wuew teas offices ond businesses Were corried 
on—in a word, those localities in which they had Let ager interest— 
and to see that in those districts there was an eff @ organization to 
assist the people in making their weekly savings. and to collect those 
savings. His experience led him to tell them that he believed perfectly 
that the people only wanted to be approached, only wanted the matter 
to be explained to them, and they would willingly do as was desired. 
When a man presided at one of the meetings instituted to establish 
a War Savings Association he would probably be heckled with one or 
two questions. The people were familiar with the working of building 
societies. When the War Loan Savings Association was instituted the 
did not at first know what it meant, and those advocating it woul 
be pressed with several questions. One would be, supposing they did 
not pay up according to the agreement week by week would there be 
any fine? They would be able to tell the questioners that there was 
no fine payable, and that circumstances under which they had sub- 
scribed rendered that not possible. Another question woul be, would 
there be any cefault if they failed to keep up their subscriptions? 
The answer would be that there would be none. A third question 
would be one which was often put - “Supposing bad times came upon 
us, we are working people, and may have illness in the family, and 
may be not only unable to make further weekly payments, but may 
want to get the money we had already paid back again. Can we get it?” 
The answer would be : ‘“‘ You can get your money back at once, only you 
will not get any interest on your investment.”’ At the foot of every 
card it was printed that if they needed it they could always get back 
in full the money they had paid for a war savings certificate, and for 
those people who had not contributed a whole 15s. 6d., btit only a 
certain number of weekly payments, the association always undertook 
to repay them their money. The great advantage of these associations 
was that they were enabled to collect the money week by week. The 
local organization was in touch with the people. They had active 
agents to collect the money and to impress upon the people the advan- 
tage of saving He believed that if each one in his locality were 
determined to the utmost of his power to de all he could to spread this 
organization, knowing full well that the security he was recommending 
was the best in the land, with a generous rate of interest and absolute 
security, very much would be effected. ose were the recommenda. 
tions he could offer, and he believed that if energy were shown in 
bringing forward the merits of the organization and pointing out the 
beneficent results, which Sir Robert Kindersley had already explained, 
which would accrue, the fund would be very largely increased. In this 
great contest in which the country was engaged the financial sinews 
of war were most important; indeed. their importance covld not be 
overestimated or exaggerated ; and the economical consequence to the 
country of the waste of a war which was continuing so long could be . 
combated to an extent in the manner that had been so clearly set forth 
hy Sir Robert Kindersley. In that way, and with a firm resolution to 
conquer, with great determination. we should win through to a lasting » 
peace, a peace that alone was worth anything. a real peace that should 
seonre to our children and our children’s children the blessine >? 
comfort of living in honour and safety and with liberty in its truest 
and best sense. 

The motion was carried unanimousiy. 


THanks To Lory CHANcEtLor. 


Sir Walter Trower, in the absence of Mr. Samuel Garrett, the presi- 
dent of the Law Society, who was prevented by the death of a relative 
from being present, proposed a vote of thanks to the Lord Chancellor, 
the Master of the Rolls, and the treasure atid benchers of the Middle 
Temple ‘for the use of the hall. He observed that it liad been said 
that it was impossible for anyone to fulfil the duties of the holder 
of the Great Seal. They would all agree that Lord Finlay had achieved 
the impossible, but he had found time to come and preside at this meeting 
and to give them the advantage of the cheering words hé had uttered. 
Lord Finlay had always had a wonderful power of putting his finger on 
the crucial point on any of the questions submitted to hini, but he 
had added the highest note to-day of sympathy and appreciation, and 
it was this gift which hed enabled him to succeed in all that he had 
done since he had been appointed to the office of Lord Chancellor. Their 
thanks were also due to the Mastet of the Rolls for making the excel- 
lent speech which had so helped/them to understand the difficulties of 
the question. The Master of the Rolls had succeeded to Lord Cozens- 
Hardy, to the universal welconie of the whole of both branches of 
the profession. The Master of the Rolls had been always closely ass0- 
ciated with the solicitor branch of the professiori ; in fact, he had been 
sometimes called their patron saint, and they welcomed him in that 
capacity. 

Mr. P. Ogden Lawrence, K.C., 
the Bar, seconded the motion. 


chairman of the General Council of 


The resolution was unanimously agreed to. - 


The Lord Chancellor briefly returned thaiike. 








Mr. Bonar Law, in a written réply to Colonel Sir J. Hope, states 
that if a farmer proves before Ist January. 1919, that his acttal profits 
for the farming year ending Noveriber, 1918, are less than the amount 
of Schedule B assesement, he will be allowed to pay the January instal- 
ment of duty on the basis of the rsduced asseasment; and no repayment 
claim will be necessary. éré would bé no question of an assessment 
under Schedule D in stich a casé. e assessment would rétiiain under 
Schedule B, but would be reduced to the amount of the profits proved to 
have been made. 
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and a daughter. He was a good all-round sportsman anda fine shdt, 
and was well known on the hockey field and on the lawn tennis courts, 





Lieutenant Guy Clifton. Davis, 


Lieutenant Guy Ciirton Davis, Northumberland Fusiliers, who died 
on May 11 at a casualty clearing station abroad of wounds received 
on 19th April, aged twenty-three, was the youngest son of the late 
Robert Davis, M.R.C.S., and of Mrs. Davis, of Darrickwood, Orping- 
ton, Kent. He was educated at St. Bedes, Eastbourne, and Harrow 
School. In the early part of 1914 he became an articled clerk to Mr. 
Harry James Shepard, solicitor, of 40, Chancery-lane. He joined the 
Inns of Court O.T.C. in November, 1914, and obtaining a commission in 
the Northumberland Fusiliers in February, 1915, he went to the front 
in the following April. He was twice invalided home with trench fever, 
each time serving in the reserve battalion until he was fit for general 
service again. His brother, Captain Wilfrid Jervis Davis, who also 
served in the Northumberland Fusiliers, was killed Wth June, 1916. 








Legal News, 


Honours and Appointments. 


The Right Hon. Sir James H. Camppet, Bt., K.U, the Lord Chiel 
Justice of Ireland, has been appointed to be Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
in succession to the Right Hon. Sir Ignatius John O’Brien, Bt., K.C., 
resigned. The new Lord Chancellor is in his sixty-eighth year. After 
a briHiant classical career at T'rinity College, Dublin, he was called to 
the Irish Bar in 1878. Up to the time of his promotion to the Bench, he 
represented Dublin University in Parliament. : 

The dignity of a Peerage of the United Kingdom has been conferred 
upon the Right Hon. Sir lenatius O’Brien, Bt., K.C., on the occasion 
of his retirement. Sir Ignatius O’Brien has been Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland since 1913, when he succeeded Mr. Redmond Barry, who vacated 
the office owing to the-illness- which eventually caused his premature 
death. Few men at the Bar, says the 7'imes, have had more rapid pro- 
motion than the retiring Lord Chancellor. Called to the Bar in 1881 
at the age of twenty-four, he was appointed a serjeant-at-law: in 1910. 
In the following year he became Solicitor-General, and in 1912 Attorney- 
General. In spite of his distinguished offices, his career has been 
uneventful. 

The honour of a Privy Councillorship has been conferred on Sir 
Witiiam Butt, M.P. 

The honour of a Baronetcy has been conferred on Mr. J. G. Byrcuer, 
K.C., M.P.; and Lt.-Col. Rays Witziams, D.S.0O., K.C. 

The honour of Knighthood has been conferred on Mr. J, C. Lewis 
Cowarp, K.C.; W. k. Foster, F.S.A., of Aldershot; Mr. THomas W. 
Lewis, Stipendiary Magistrate of Cardiff; Mr. R. B. D. Muir, Treasury 
Counsel at the Central Criminal Court; Mr. Epcar C. Sanpgrs, Clerk 
to the Liverpool Justices; and Mr. Ernest E, WILD, K.C, 

The honours in the Colonies include the conferring of the honour of 
Knight Bachelor on Mr. Joun Wi1tLiaM Satmonp, K.C., Solicitor-General 
of New Zealand. , 

The honour of a C.V.O. has been conferred on Sir CLaup ScuustEr, 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Business Changes. 


The partnership which existed between Mr. Hopgood and Messrs. 
Cecil Dowson and Noel Cecil Dowson was dissolved or April 19, and 
Mr. Hopgood has amalgamated his practice with those of Messrs. W. W. 
Mills and J. B. Somerville, under the style of Messrs. Hopgood, Mills & 
Somerville, who will carry on the amalgamated practices at 18, Adam- 
street, Adelphi, and 11, New-square, Lincoln’s Inn. 





Dissolutions. 


Wiutt1m Braptey and Witt1am Hersert Ceci Braptey, solicitors 
(Wm. Bradley & Son), 3, Cowbridge-road, Cardiff. May 9. The said 
William Herbert Cecil Bradley will continue to carry on the practice 
under the same style as hertofore. 

Victor Grunuvut and Bracket Git, Solicitors (Grunhut & “Gill), 
Law Court-chambers, South Shields, in the county of Darham, and 
at 26, Northumberland-street, in the city and county of Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Dec. 31. The business at 26, Northumberland-street, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, will be continued by the said Blackett Gill. 
(Gazette, June 4. 


General. 
In the House of Commons on Wednesday, Sir A. Stanley, President, 
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= & Land Value Duties. 
Siow € In the House of Commons on Tuesday, says the T'imes, in Committee 
y Chand on the Finance Bill, Lieutenant-Colonel Royds moved the insertion of a 
rfectl new clause having for its object the cessation of the collection of incre- 
main, ment value, undeveloped land and reversion duties. He said that the 
esired collection of these land value duties cost on an average during nine 
tablish years four times as much as they yielded, and the frequent valuations 
one és which they involved caused a great deal of irritation and would do 
ildin much to hamper the building schemes which formed the first part of 
d th ~ the system of reconstruction to be adopted after the war. It might seem 
wad strange that, since the yield of the taxes was small, persons interested 
xy did 4 in building should object to them so strongly as the resolutions and 
ere be ' = letters which he had received from a large number of organizations and 
0 was @ © individuals showed that they did; but that feeling was.due to the 
Yr involved character of the taxation, its unfairness, and the extent to 
woul which it discouraged the investment of money in the building of houses. 
tions? It was the unanimous opinion among builders that if private enterprise 
estian was to be pose. car the step he proposed would have to be taken. 
upon He could not see what reason there was for objecting to.the proposal to 
a repeal a tax which produced nothing, cost a great deal, and prevented 
: may people from getting their houses. 
ity” Mr. C. Price said that any attempt to upset those duties, and thus 
y ve reopen the acute controversy of the time they were imposed, would be 
every a gross breach of the party truce, 
back he neellor of the Exchequer said the-views he had expressed 
d for against the duties, when they were originally proposed, had not, he 
nly @ thought, in any way changed. Though he had a memorandum prepared 
took by the Treasury on the duties, he did not think the arguments were very 
ations strong, and in any case he should not be prepared to use them. The 
The Committee, however, would understand that’in refusing to have an 
ctive part in upsetting the duties now it was not because he was in love with 
dvatie them, but because he thou ht, in regard to a matter which had aroused 
were such acute controversy, which had not altogether died down, it would 
1 this not be possible at the crisis of the war to contemplate a change in the 
nding arrangement. One of the very first problems of reconstruction after the 
olute war that must be undertaken by any Govertiment was housing, and when } 
soda it arose those duties must be reviewed in association with it. He hoped 
= he was not saying anything on behalf of the Government against the 
t the views of the e Minister in regard to the duties. He was sure his 
ined right hon. friend and all members of the House would feel that, though 
this cme in many respects they entertained the same views, the war had changed 
news F things, and that after the war many problems, including that of housing, 
t be would have to be considered apart from the old lines and the old party 
» the controversies. ; 
id be The amendment was by leave withdrawn. 
forth * Bs 
mn to - 
sting » - ¢ : 
ould Rhymed Wills. 
rnest The following will have to be added to the collections of rhymed wills. 
' It is the will of Mr. Joseph Bell, of Ambleside-gardens, Streatham, 
; §.W., and Cannon-street, E.C., who died on March 18. It was proved at 
£1,164 by the executrix and executor named therein :-— 
} “TI will and bequeave 
rem: To her I bereave, 
to Rose Georgina Bell, 
rs , About whom ALL speak well, 
eaid My CHUM and my WIFE, 
ider y soul and my life, 
ved ALL MY ESTATE, 
ting So make NO mistake, 
red. My worthy solicitor, 
r on Lest o' nights unadvised I frequently visit yer. 
he As straw was required in the making of bricks 
and It is needful to have an executrix ; 
had So I appoint Miss Jane Fordham, provided she’ll act, 
heir And ts my executor, the work to enact, 
= My brother Frank Bell, who’s acutely exact.”’ 
; 
ns- 
of - 
$80- 
~ Obituary. 
hat 
of Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 
- 
Lieutenant-Colonel Bertrand Dees Gibson, 
~ ; Lieutenant-Colonel BERTRAND Dezs Gipson, D.S.0., Northumberland 
fits Fusiliers, only son of Colonel W. Gibson, V.D., of Hexham, Northum- 
ai berland, was killed on May 27. He was educated at Ushaw College, 
ads Durham, was admitted a solicitor in 1899, and was in partnership with 
ant his father at Hexham. He went out to France with his battalion in 
nt April, 1915, and was gazetted lieutenant-colonel the same year. He had | 
ler been mentioned in despatches three times, and won the D.S.O. in Sep- 
to tember, 1916. He married in 1907 Margaret Elizabeth, daughter of 





Board of Trade, replying to Sir J. Bethel, said :—The issue and renewal 
of season tickets will remain with the railway companies as in the past. 
Mr. E. Honoratus Lloyd, K.C., has been good enough to undertake the 
work of reviewing cases in which a railway mes has, owing to the 
recent restrictions imposed in regard to season tickets, felt unable to 
issue or renew a ticket, 





Collingwood Forster Jackson, of Newcastle-on-Tyne, and leaves a son 
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Mr. Edward George Pyke, aged seventy-one, of 63, Lincoin’s Inn- 
fields, W.C., and of 5, Pembridge-place, W., solicitor, left estate of 
gross value £11,388. 

Mr. James Marshall Mooreom K.C., aged eighty, of Fieldside, Kes- 
wick, Cumberland, who represented 
Commorg, 1892-95, left estate of gross value £30,457. 


| elect within a certain , 


an Allied State with whom his Majesty's Government have made a con- 


, if the in. question do not 


vention or agreement for the p 
ried to return to their own country for service 


| in its army. The Military Service agreement with Russia entitled his 


Great Yarmouth in the House of | 


His Honour oe John Scott Fox, K.C., of Cornwall-gardens, South | 


— Recorder of Sheffield, 1903-15, left estate of gross value 


£29,2 


In the House of Commons on Monday, the Chancellor of the Ex- | 


chequer, replying to Mr. Joynson-Hicks, said :—The Prisoners of War 


, 1916, since which date the Foreign Office has ceased to be 


ursued in regard to prisoners of war. Under 


responsible for the policy 


the above decision the Prisoners of War Department works in conjunc- | 


tion with other Departments concerned in questions affecting prisoners 


of war, and in case of a difference of opinion involving any questions | 


of policy arising between them, Lord Newton, as Controller of the 
Prisoners of War Department, was directed to bring the matter before 
the Cabinet. ‘ 

In the House of Commons on Monday, Lord R. Cecil, Minister of 
Blockade, in answer to Sir H. Nield, said :—By the terms of the Military 
Service (Conventions with Allied States) Act, his Majesty’s Governnient 
have power to incorporate in the British Army citizens or subjects of 


Majesty’s Government to make use of this power over Russian subjects, 
and gave the Russian Government a preg aig right to call up 
British subjects in Russia. I do not think that the question of the 
Soviet Government recognising or not recognising exemptions from 
military service issued to British subjects arises, since there is now no 
army in Russia from service in which British subjects could be 
exempted, 


During the hearing of the charge of libelling Sir William Marwood, 


artment, which had previously been a department of the Foreign | before Mr. Justice Darlifig at the Central Criminal Court on Wednes- 
, was codensiittied ander a decision of the Cabinet dated 26th | 


day, says the 7'imes, a discussion arose with respect to the admissibility 
of a question which counsel for the prosecution suggested was irrelevant. 


| Mr. Justice Darling said :—If I am not certain that it is not evidence 


I admit it. This may interest many people who want to know why I 
admit this or that in the course of other proceedings in this court. 
The reason is that if in a criminal case I exclude anything bearing upon 
the case and it is sufficiently relevant, and it is tendered by the 


| defence, and there is a conviction, the conviction must be set aside in 


| that you exclude something 





| the Court of Criminal App 


| occur in a case of murder or treason, for I have tried such cases. 


eal; whereas if I admit it the very worst 
that can happen is that it may have an indirect bearing on the case. 
It is a great disadvantage in the doing of justice to take so strict a view 
which counsel can prove in the Court of 


Criminal Appeal is material and have the conviction set aside. It might 








Index to War Orders and Proclamations, &c., from October 20, 1917, 
to June 1, 1918. 











Admiralty. 

Admiralty (Citation and Printing of War Material Supplies Orders) 
Order, 1918, 539. 

Darkening Ships—Navigation and Anchor Lights, 570. 

Defence of the Realm Regulations, 426. 

Instruction in Submarine Precautions, 539, 

Notices to Mariners : 
Irish Channel, 56, 123, 214, 293, 352, 454, 570. 
Navigation Lights—Keduction of Visibility, 333. 
North Sea, 214, 508. 
Special Instructions to Merchant Vessels, 214, 332, 368, 473. 





Screening of Lights on Board British Merchant Vessels, 255, 
Oxygen, 178. 
Powers of Naval Authorities of Allies, 507, 
Raw Asbestos Order, 251. 

- Rules for Naval Ordnance Magazine Depdts, &c., 490. 
Rum, 108. 
Submarines and Look-out Men, 91. 


Army Council. 
Agreement Transferring Further Powers Relating to Tribunals, 42. 
Amatol, 313. 
British Sheep Skins (Sale) Order, 1917, 179. 
Boot Manufacturers (Transfer of Machinery), 1918, 352. 
Capacity of the Oilskin Trade, 333. 
Cape Sheep Skins, 333 
Cart Herse Collars and Hames (Cancellation), 108, 
Citation of War Material Supplies Orders Order, 1918, 553. 
Control of Highways, 427. | 
County Clare a Special Military Area, 368. 
Despatch of Printed or Written Matter to Foreign Countries, 539. 
Ditto, Soumienee &c., 539, 
Domestic Sheepskins Order, 1918, 388; ditto, Amendment, 523. 
Drugs and Chemicals (Returns) Order, 1918, 216. 
Export of Hides (Ireland) Order, 1917, 194, 368. 
Flax (Restriction of Consumption) Order, 1917, 193. 
Flax (Restriction of Consumption) No. 2 Order, 216; No, 3, 368. 
Flax Yarns (Shipment from Ireland) Order, 312; ditto, Amendment 
Order, 388. 
German East Africa, 490. 
Hauling of Timber, 408. 
Hay and Straw (Maximum Prices) Amendment, 553. | 
Hemp (Restriction of ateenption) Order, 1918, 368, 473 
Hides (Ireland) Order, 1917, 193. 
Horse Hides (Leather Control) Order, 1917, 108. 
Horse Hides Order, 1917, 43. 
Horse Hides Order (Amendment), 216. 
Imported Wire Nails Order, 1918, 368. | 
Jute (Export) Order, 1917, 108. 
Jute Goods (Prices) Permit, 313; No. 2 Order, 553. 
Jute (Restriction of Consumption) Order, 1918, 427. 
Laps or Waste (Worsted and Hosiery), 108. 


Leather, 13, 

Leather (Certificate) Order, 1918, 408. 

Leather (Shipment to or from Ireland) Order, 1918, 522. 

Officers’ Badges Order, 1918, 388. 

Parcel Post to Neutral Countries, 94. 

Powers of Military Authorities of Allies, 508. 

Purchase of Hides (Amendment), 194, 522. 

Raw Goat Skins (Prices) Order, 1918, 255. 

Raw Goat Skins (Requisition) Order, 1918, 256. 

Rough dried Leather Order, 1918, 293. 

Sale of Waste (Worsted and Hosiery) No. 2 Order, 1917, 122. 

Sale of Wool (United Kingdom) Order, 368; ditto, Amendment, 49% 
553. 


Sheep and Lambs’ Pelts (Ireland) Order, 1917, 194. 

Sheep Skins, 1235. 

Strap Butts (Conditions of Sale) Order, 1917, 162. 

Timber, 408. 

Tow (Restriction of Consumption) Order, 1918, 473. 

Trading with the Enemy, Russian Territory, 554. 

Transfer of Powers Relating to Military Tribunals, 42. 

Use of Olive Oil in Production of Woollen and Worsted Goods, 123. 

Vegetable Parchment Paper, 144. 

War Time Boots (Manufacture and Sale) Order, 1917, 427. 

Waste of Forage Order, 1918, 522. 

Women’s Boots (Height of Uppers), 144. 

W601! (Colonial Fellmongers) Order, 1918, 490. 

Wool (Off-sorts), No. 2, 1918, 368. 

Wool (Restriction of Consumption) No. 3 Order, 1917, 91. 

Woollen and Worsted (Consolidation) Order, 1917, 215; ditto, 1918, 
Amendment, 554. 

Woollen and Worsted (Prices), 427. : 

Worsted and ‘Hosiery, Laps and Waste (Restriction), Notice, 427. 

Yellow Carnauba Wax, 108. 


Board of Agriculture. 


Corn Production Act, 1917 (Regulations), 88, 161, 474. 


Board of Trade. 


Amendment of the Companies Acts, 354. 

Coal (Pit’s Mouth) Prices Order, 1917, 12. 

Controller of Paper Order, 1918, 389. - 

Cotton (Restriction of Output) Order, 1918, 570. 

Gas (Use in Motor Vehicles) Local Prohibition Order, 313, 352. 
Home-grown Timber Prices Order, 1917, 123, 429. , 
Horses Order, 1918, 428. 

Information as to Motor Spirit, 91. 

Licences under the Non-Ferrous Metal Industry Act, 1918, 428. 
Lighting, Heating and Power Order, 1918, 442. 

Matches Order (No. 2), 1917, 216. 

Motor-car Cue, 27. — 

Motor Spirit Delivery Order, . 

Motor Spirit and ot Oil (Maximum Retail Prices) Order, 313. 
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- Paper-Making ‘Materials (Home Produced) Order, 1918, 428. 


aper Restriction Order, 1918, 389. 
ee Restriction (Posters and Circulars) Order, 1918, 236, 255. 
Paper Restriction (Prohibition of Returns) Order, 1918, 570. 
Pre-War Contracts, 354. 
Railway Season Ticket Order, 1918, 554. 
Rattan and Malacca Canes Order, 1918, 429. 
Raw Cotton (Return of Sales) Order, 1918, 523. _ 
Raw Cotton (Second Census) Order, 1917, 42; ditto Fourth, 490. 
Road Transport Board, 296, 337. 
Through Rates (Great Britain and Ireland) Order, 1918, 508. 
Timber Order, 1918, 508. 
Tobacco Prices, 508. 


Food Control. 


Appointment of Arbitrators Order, 1918, 429. 

Bacon (Prohibition of Export), 1918, 493. 

Bacon and Ham Curers (Returns); Order, 1917, 198. 

Bacon, Ham, and Lard (Distribution) Order, 1917, 166. 

Bacon, Ham, and Lard*(Maximum Prices) Order, 1917 (General 
Licence), 57, 109 

Bacon, Ham, and Lard (Provisional Prices) Order, 1917, 147, 337, 429. 

Bacon, Ham, and Lard (Provisional Prices) Order, 1917 (Authority of 
Food Control Committee for Ireland), 167, 196, 

Barley (Export from Ireland) Order, 1918, 370. 

Beans, Peas, and Pulse (Retail Prices), 336. 

Beehive Section (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918, 572. 

Beer (Prices and Description) Order, 1917, 58; ditto, 1918, 491. 

Bread (Use of Potatoes) Order, 1917, 13. 

Bread (Use of Potatoes) Order No. 2, 1917, 195; ditto, 1918, 492. 

Bread (Use of Potatoes) Order, 1918 (General Notice), 257. 

British Cheese Order, 1917, 73; Amendment, 492. 

British Cheese Order, 1917 (Notice), 200. 

British Onions Order, 1917, 202. 

Butter (Distribution) Order, 1917, 122. 

Butter (Maximum Prices) Order (No. 2), 1917, 58. 

Butter (Maximum Prices) (Amendment), Order, 1917, 92. 

Butter (Maximum Prices) Order, No, 5, 1917, 93. 

Butter (Ireland) Order, 1918, 256. 

Canned ‘Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918, 443. 

Cattle Feeding Cake and Meal and Millers’ Offals (Maximum Prices) 
Order, 1917, 92. 

Cattle Feeding Stuffs (Committees) Order, 1917, 197. 

Cattle Feeding Stuffs (Licensing, Order, 1918, 409. 

Cattle Feeding Stuffs (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918, 389. 

Cattle Feeding Stuffs (Priority Supply) Order, 1918, 256. 

Cattle Feeding Stuffs (Requisition) Order, 1918, 273. 

Cattle (Sales) Order, 1917, 202. 

Cocoa ‘Butter (Provisional Prices) Order, 1918, 456. 

Cocoa Powder Order, 1918, 475. 

Coffee (Retail Prices) Order, 1917, 167. 

Cold Storage (Restriction) Order, 1918, 556. 

Committees (Disqualification for Membership) Order, 1918, 271. 

Condensed Milk (Distribution) Order, 1918, 443 

Condensed Milk (Returns) Order, 1917, 187. 

Cream Order, 1917, 165, 540. 

Currants and Sultanas (Requisition), Order, 1917, 27. 

Damaged Grains, Seeds, and Pulse (Prices) Order, 1917, 163. 

Deer (Restriction of Feeding) Order, 1918, 272. 

Desiccated Cocoanut (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918, 454. 

Dredge Corn Order, 1917, 125. 

Dried Fruits (Distribution) Order, 1918, 475. 

Dried Fruits (Restriction) Order, 1917, 13; ditto, Revoking, 556. 

Dried Fruits (Restriction) Order, 1917 (General Licence), 166. 

Dutch Cheese (Prices) Order, 1917, 196. 

Dutch Cheese (Prices) Order, 1917 (Notice), 272. 

Dutch Cheese (Requisition) Order, 1918, 476. 

Edible Offals (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918, 295, 556. 

Egg (Restriction) Order, 1918, 372. 

Enforcement (England and Wales) Order, 1917, 109. 

Fish (Prices) Order, 1918, 273; ditto, No. 2, 474. 

Fish (Registration of Dealers) Order, 1918, 455, 556. 

Flour and Bread (Prices) Order, 1917 (General Licence), 271, 272, 509. 

Flour and Bread (Registration) Order, 1918, 491. 

Flour Mills (Prohibition of Smoking) Order, 1918, 455. 

Food Contro! Committees (Audit of Accounts) Order, 1917, 181. 

Food Control Committees (Interpretation) Order, 1918, 493. 

Food Control Committees (Local Distribution) Order, 1917, 200; ditto, 
1918, 371, 524. 

Food Control Committees (Margarine Requisition) Order, 1917, 196. 

Food Control Committees (Milk Requisition) Order, 1917, 164; Amend- 
ment, 491. 

Food Control Committees (Requisitioning) Order, 1918, 336. 

Food Hoarders, Period of Grace for, 296 

Food Hoarding, 274, 493, 556. 

Food Hoarding (Amnesty) Order, 1918, 370. 

Food Survey Board, 3. 

Food Transport Director, 274. 

Foreign Holdings (Returns) Order, 1918, 443; ditto, Amendment, 555. 

Gooseberries Order, 1918, 572. 

Grain (Prices), 1917, Amending Order, 337, 492. 
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Hardened Fat (Requisition) Order, 1917, 180, 

Horse and Poultry Mixtures Order, 336, 369. 

Ice Cream (Restriction) Order, 1917, 217. ? 

Ice Cream (Restriction) Order, 1917 (General Licence), 236. 

Imported Canned Condensed = Order, 1918, 455. 

Importers (Returns) Order, 1918, ‘ : 

lehuniasting Liquor’ (Output and Delivery) Order, No. 3, 1917, 3?, 456, 

Intoxicating Liquor (Output and Delivery) Order, No, 4, 1917, 166. 

Intoxicating Liquor eet on Delivery) Order, No. 5, 1917, 216. 

Jam Prices Order, 1918, ’ : 

Live Stock (Restriction of Slaughter) Order, 1917, 181, 315, 456. . 

Live Stock (Restriction of Slaughter) Order, 1917 (Authorization {0 | 
Scotch Board of Agriculture), 272. 

Local Distribution (Misuse of Documents) Order, 1918, 352. a 

London and Home Counties (Rationing Scheme) Order, 1918, 410, 412; 
443, 509, 524, 555, 571, + ag wie a 

London Central Markets Order, a ‘ 

Mangels and Swedes (Prices) (Ireland) Order, 1917, 201. . 

Manufacture of Flour and Bread Order (No. 2), 1917 (Directions as to 
Imported Flour), 179. 

Margarine (Distribution) Order, 1918, 475. 

Margarine (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917, 122, 455. 

Margarine (Registration of Dealers) Order, 1917, 200. 

Margarine~(Requisition) Order, 1918, 273. 

Margarine (Retail Prices) Order, 1918, 476. 

‘Meat (Control) Order, 1917, 195. 

Meat (Licensing of Wholesale Dealers), 1918, 370. 

Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917 (General Licence), 256, 272. 

Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, No. 5, 1917, 201; ditto, Amendment, 
476, 556. : 3 , 

‘Meat Retail Prices (England ‘and Wales) Order No, 2, 1918, 509, 5/2._ 

Meat (Restriction of Retail Sales)-Order, 1917, 165, 196, re 

‘Meat (Retailers’ Restriction) Order, 1918, 272. 

Milk Order, 1917 (General Licence), 26. 

Milk (Amendment) Order, 1917, 199. 

Milk (Control) Order, 1917, 197. 

Milk Factories (Restriction) Order, 1917, 145. 

Milk (Mothers and Children) Order, 1918, 370, F 

‘Milk (Registration of Dealers) Order, 1918, 271, 337, 370, 429. 

Milk (Summer Prices) Order, 1918, 455. 2 

Milk (Use in Chocolate) Order No, 2, 1917, 182. ae 

National Kitchens Order, 1918, 412. 

Oatmeal (Restriction) Order, 1918, 353. 

Oats Products (Retail Prices) Order, 1917, 124, 236, 353; 391. 

Oats Products (Retail Prices) Order. No. 2, 1917, 202. 

Oats (Scotland and Ireland Restriction) Order, 1918, 336, 

Oils and Fats (Requisition) Order, 1917, 198; ditto, 1918, 476. 

Oils, Oil Cakes an.J Meals (Requisition) Order, 1917, 180. 

Persian Dates (Retail Prices) Order, 1918, 476. 

Pigs (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917, 109. _ 

Pigs (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917 (Authorization), 166. 

Pigs (Maximum one Order, 1917 (General Licence), 180. 

Pig (Prices) Order, 1918, 476. 

Potato Bags Order, 1918, 314. 

Potato Bags (Returns) Order, 1917, 27. 

Potato (Restriction) Order, 1918, 509. 

Potatoes (Distribution) Order, 1918, 336, 410. 

Potatoes (Export from Ireland) Order, 1918, 336. 

Potatoes (Growers’ Returns) a es 73; ditto, 1918, 510. 

Potatoes (Protection) Order, 1918, ‘ . 

Potatoes Order, 1917 (General Licences), 73, 125, 166, 196, 202, 370. 

Poultry and Game (Cold Storage), 1918, 369. 

Prevention of Corruption Order, 1918, 412, 444. 

Public Meals Order, 1917 (General. Licence), 27. 

Public Meals Order, 1918, 314. 

Rabbits (Prices) Order, 1918, 257. 

Raw Cocoa (Prices) Order, 1918, 456. 

Raw Cocoa (Returns) Order, 1918, 295. 

Raw Coffee aco Order, 1917, 182, - F 

Refined Vegetable Oils (Requisition) Order, 1917, 198. 

Rice (Retail Prices) Order, 1918, 336. 

Rum and Gin (Restriction on Sales) Order, 1918, 273. 

Sale of Sweetmeats (Restriction) Order, 1918, 555, 672. 

Seed Potatoes (1917 Crop) Prices Order, 1918, 353. 

Seeds, Nuts, and Kernels (Requisition) Order, 1917, 166, 

Sheep (Sales) Order, 1918, 212. 

Ships’ Stores Order, 1917, 180. 

Spirits (Prices and Description) Order, 1918, 555. 

Sugar (Brewers’ Restriction) Order, 1917, 114. 

Sugar (Brewers’ Restriction) Order No. 2, 1917, 198. 

Sugar (Confectionery) Order, 1917, 372. 

Sugar (Domestic Preserving) Order, 1918, 492. 

Sugar Order, 1917, 44, 56. 

Sugar Order No. 2, 1917, 196. 

Sugar Order, 1917 (General Licence), 109, 257. 

Sugar Ration (Notice), 217, 236. 

Tea (Distribution) Order, 1918, 371, 571. 

Tea (Prices) Order, 1918, 371; ditto (Retail), 556. 

Tea (Provisional Prices) Order, 1917, 59. 

Tea (Provisional Prices) Order No. 2, 1917, 180, 455. 

Testing of Seeds Order, .1917, 146. 

Waste of Foodstuffs Order, 1918, 410. F 

Wheat (Seed) Order, 1918, 274; ditto, Revoking Order, 540. 
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Winter Beans Order, 1917 (Revocation), 73. ‘ 
Winter Oats and Rye (Restriction) Order, 1917 (Revocation), 73. Orders in Council oe; fe 
Air Council, 176, 214. "SHIR 
Air Force, 426, 507, 553. Jal 
Local Government Board. Aliens Restriction (Consolidation) Order, 312, 367. ad 
ae . Army Council, 387. p beet 
Heavy Motor-cars (General Order), 179. | Defence of the Realm ea New, 40, 89, 177, 214, 253, 310, Ls 
- x. —_ mg ha , 537, 552. 
xtension of the Humber Liquor Control Area, 473. 
Ministry of Munitions. Government of Ireland Act, Sez. 
Acetic Acid, Notice, 163. Limitation on Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, 387. 
Ammonia and Ammoniacal Products, 555. Military Service (Conventions with Allied States}—France, 106. 
Ball Bearings, 56, Ditto, Italy, 254. May 
Binder Twine (Returns) Order, 1918, 334. Ministry of National Service Order, 1917, 41. - 3 
Bismuth Ores, Bismuth Metal and Products Therefrom, 408. Ministry of National Service Order, 1918, 507. : 
Boilers (Returns) Order, 1918, 523. New Parliamentary Register, 367. 
Building Bricks, 454. Prize Bounty, 522." 
Citation of War Material Supplies Orders Order, 1918, 540. Prohibition of Exports, 506 
Compound Fertilisers, 12, 92; ditto (correction), 26. Registry of Government Ships, 11, 473. 
Copper Sulphate Order, 333; Erratum, 352. | Summer Time, 367. ANGI 
Experimental Construction of Aero-Engines, 540. ° 
Fertiliser Prices Order, 1918, 508, 554. Na 
Freedom of Choice in Munition Work, 75. GrBB: 
Gas Works Retort Carbon, Coke Oven Carbon, and Pitch Coke, 491. | Proclamations. ; nal 
Glass Control (Consolidated) Amendment Order, 1918, 523. | Bank Holiday, 1st January, 1918, 176. 2, 
Iron and Steel, Notice “~~ Maximum Prices, 294. | Munitions of War Act, 1915 to 1917, 366, 490. «Bg 
Lead Control Amendment Order, 1918, 334. | Prohibition of Import (No. 20) Proclamation, 1917, 89. - 
(Mica Control Order, 1918, 474. | (Relating to Importation, 176, 253, 425, 473. Tar. 
Midlands District Ironstone Order, 1918, 256. Relating to Trading with certain Persons of Enemy Nationality an 
Munitions of War Act, 1915, s. 5, Chairman of Board of Referees, 296. | Interned in Neutral Countries, 107, Pa 
Munition Women’s Wages, 75. Requiring Returns to be made of British Property in Territory in 
Naphtha Order, 1917, 194. Hostile Occupation, and claims by British Subjects against 
Nitrate of Soda, 26. Persons, Firms, Companies and Corporations Residing or Carrying 
Notice of Modification of General Permitas Regards Dealings in Super- on (Business in such Territory, 107, 
™ phosphates, 92. a Trading with the Enemy, 253. 
otassium Compounds, 26. Withdrawing Certain Certificates of Exemption f ilitary Servi oil < 
Protection of Munition Workers from Ejectment, 389, 454. : 49. a ee Oe Rabt 
Re-Scutched Tow Order, 1918, 369. oll 
Restriction on the Purchase, Manufacture, and Installation of Electric Trvo 
Converter Plant, 454. | Miscellaneous. Willi 
Revocation of the Restricted Occupations Order, 523. Pond 
Rosin Control Order, 294. Air Ministry, Billeting Order, 454. 
| y a emer ro yn + caaliee. “etek oa British Cargoes ex Enemy Vessels in United States Ports, 123. Holl 
Small Tools eae 1918. 554, epair) Contro er, 1918, 525, Cargoes ex Enemy Vessels in Portuguese Harbours, 255, 368. i 
Special Munitions ‘Area, 123, 294. Cargoes ex German Vessels in Brazilian Ports, 193, 254. Prid 
Steel Scrap and Wrought-Iron Scrap, 216. Denunciation of Commercial Treaty by Russia, 93. P Hen: 
Sulphuric Acid (Amendment of Prices) Order, 1918, 554. Enemy Businesses, 315, 337. 
eae ee oe 1918, 442. Foreign Office Notice, German Contraband List, 352. Mor 
Tar Oils (Conteet) Order, 1918, 994. —- Order, Metropolitan and City Districts, Stage Carriages, Gro 
a agg Water Gas) Order, 1917, 194. League of National Safety—First Hundred Thousand “Ship 
- a Savers,”’ 94. 4 
db -v S 474 | Liquor Control, Bristol and (Bath Area, 313. _ 
Tungsten Molybdenite Order, 1917, 144. Liquor Control: Southern Military and Transport Area, 163, 313. Gre 
Turpentine, &c., Control Order, 1918, 270. . | London Lighting, 27, 236. P AS 
dype Metal (Returns) Order, 1918, 571. | Motor Car Census, 27. Tiw 
ar Material, 108, 123, 179. Neutrals and Allied War Prisoners : Despatch of Food Prohibited, 296. 
One-Man Businesses, 274. 
Passports for United States, 13. 
Ministry of National Service. . Rents after the War, 493. 
Exemptions, Solicitors and their Skilled Clerks, Amendment of Recruit- | Bules of the Paper Commission, 216. 
ing Code, 408. Russian Tribunal in London, 14. =P ANG 
Medical Examination of Reservists, 509. Russians in England and Military Service, 315, 337, 474. 


National Service Order under the Military Service Act, 1918, s. 2, | State’s “* Surplus ” Property (Ministry of Reconstruction), 93. 
57. Trade Combinations, 337. 


Regulation as to the Service of Notices under the Reserve Forces Act, | Trading Stocks and the War, 353, 
| Treasury Notice, 508. - 














Retail (Business (Licensing) Order, 1918, 334. Treasury Notice, Regulation of Foreign Exchanges, 368. 
Revocation of the Restricted Occupation Order, 1918, 523. | War Charities Regulation, 493. 
Court Papers. Winding-up Notices. 
‘ JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Supreme Court of Judicature, LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Ga ette.—Fripay, May 24. ; 
RoTa OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON G. H. Frost Lrp. (In Vobuntary LiQuipATIoN).—Creditors are required, on or before Nc 
Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL CouURT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice June 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their d:bts or } _ 
ROTA, No. 1. NSVILLE. Evx. a 4 ee Rogers, = Colmore row, merry “x on. ; 4 TI 
: . Borre . Bloxam Mr. Jol! ATTHEW BELL , Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or ‘ore July 12, to sen : 
Theedey — Mt ~~ — - Goldschmidt ” Borrer erage their names aud addie.ses, and te particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
w rss 12 Church Leach Goldschmidt § Bloxam Morse, 1& 2, Gt Winche ter st, liquidator. Ti 
Thursiay .... 13 Farmer Church Leach Korrer SeToOPAC, Ltp.—Crediturs are reyuired, on or before June 24, to send their nanes 
Friday 2 Jolly Farmer Church Goldschmi<t -_ saivenss, ane = eo Lom debts or claims, to Reg:nald Ambrose 
i ; F Leach } g'ton, 52, Gracechurch st, liquid .tor. 
Saterday «+0 10 Synge _ a9 7 | WILLIAM Gray & Sons, UTD, (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are desired to 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice send in to me at once particulars of their claims, to George 8. Y. Ferguson, 
Date. SARGANT. ASTBURY. Younger, Pererson, | 2, Parliament st, Hull, liquidator, 
Monday June 10 Mr. synge Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Leach JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Tuesday ... li Bloxam Jolly Farmer Church LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Weinesday .. 12 Borrer Synge Joliy Farmer London Gazette.—TUERSDAY, May 28. 
Tharsday .... 13 Goldschmidt Bloxam Synge Jolly | EpMooR MINING SYNDICATE. LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 24, to 
ee 14 ‘Leach Synge send in thir names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Fred- ‘ 


Frida: Borrer Bloxam pa 
Sadaytur .... 16 Charch Goldschmidt Borrer — Bloxam | erick Bullen Wyatt, 7, East st, South Molton, Devon, liquidator, 
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¥ ’ Harrison, Centra! chmbrs, Redditch. liquidator. 
> ggmesn0oK & District PuBLic FALLS Co., LrD.—Crediters are required, on or before 


s ‘ a. — 
Ces ee x eg - 


June & 1918 
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‘Reoprron Cavercn Roap C1vs, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 29, 
~ to snd their names and addrrs<es, the particularsof their debts or claims, to Charles 


July 1, to send treir names and adiresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Hen~y Hil! Bradfield. Bish »p chmbr:, Mansfield, Notts, liquidator. 

WESTERN BRICK Co, LTD.—Creditors are required. on or before June 14, to send 
their names and addresses, and the p»rticulars of the rd bts or claims, to William 
Henry Roberts, The Rookery, E. Dundry, nr Bristol, liquidator. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 81. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
MANCHESTER WHOLESALE MARBLE Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 


16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Philip Alberti, 14, Oxford grove,Choriton on Medlock, Manchester, liquidator. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 4. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

ANGLO-SERVIAN GOLD DREDGING Co, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors 

are required, on or be‘ore June 25, to send in their 'ames and addresses, and 
rticulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Charles Gibbons, 32, Gt St Helen's, 
Viquidator. 

Gress BaorHers, Ltp.—Cr-ditors are required, on or before June 22, to send their 
names and addresses, xnd the particulars of their debts or claims, to Rob: Spence, 
25, Victoria st, liquidator. 

HewLincs Motor ReQvuisites Co. Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or hefore Juric 30, 
tosend in their names and addresses, and particulars of-their debts or claims, 
to Geo. 8. Pitt, 14', Leadenhall st, liquidator. — 

THEATRICALS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 1, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts'or, claims, to Mr. Horace Burr-Higgs, 

Park st, Walsall, liquidator. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 24. 
Lilita Nitrate Co, Ltd. 
Thoms Herbert & Co, Ltd. 
Ledger & L ‘ger, Lt '. 
Loughb»rough T mperence Hall & Cafe 
Ca, Lt1. 


Oil Options, Ltd. 

Rabber Promotions, Ltd, 

Set pac, Ltd. 

Hubert Fen», Ltd. 

Tryas (cle Co, Ltd. 

William Gray & Sons, Ltd. 
Pendennis Steam: hip Co, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 28, 


Holland & Co (Bakers), Ltd. Redditch Church Koad Club, Ltd. 
Mines Tailings, Ltd. Theatricals, L'd. 

Carnsmerry “hina Clays, Ltd. Exmoor Mining Syndicate, Ltd. 
Prideaux China Clavs, L'd. Southport Tramways Co. Ltd. 
Hensbarrow China Clays, Ltd. “Flying Hors:” Hote’, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 31. 
Murphy, Stedman & Co, Ltd. Pouvoir Steamship Co, Ltd. 
Standard Commercial Co, Ltd. Farmers Federation, Ltd. 
Grosvenor Steamship Co, Ltd. Tolputt & Son, Ltd. 
Deansgate Steamship Co, Ltd. Shepley Bowling Clu, Ltd. 


Whitmore'’s Timber Co, Ltd, 
Malta Tramways L:d. 


London Gazette,—TUESDAY. June 4. 


He'lings Motor Requisites, Ltd. Limassol Laud Co, Ltd 

L ndon Cabinet Makers Supply Co, Ltd. North Texas Land Co, Ltd. 

Greville Hot Air Paths, Ltd. Anglo Servian Gold Dredzing Co, Ltd. 
A.C. Hills & Co, Ltd. Njuli Estate. Ltd. 

Bichard Dickeson & Co, Ltd. R.N. Syndicate, Ltd. 

Edward Dewhurst, Ltd. 





Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 
™ London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 31 
ANGLO-AMERICAN Export Co, LtD.—Creditors are rejuired, on or before June 22, to 


seni their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts e 
Charles Ryland Beeby, 66, Bisinghall st, controller oo: eng, Se 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette —TURSDAY, May 28. 


AGATE, MARTHA, Southsea July 8 Fred © Allyn, Portsmouth 
AUSTIN, MARY ELLEN, Worthing June 30 Sanders, Parish & “o, Birm'ygham 


BaRTER, CHARLOTTE ANN, Ceoil rd Enfield June 29 William A Crump & Son, 17, 
Leadenhal st 
BLATR, ALEXANDER NEVILLE, Great Yarmouth July 6 Redcliffes & Hood, 28, Old 
meen st 
BLAKE BERNARD CECIL, Gosport, Hants July 15 Blake, Reed & Lapthorn, Ports- 
month 


BRowN. Hevry LANE, Parramatta, New South Wales Ju'y 3 Kimbers & Boatman, 79, 


Lombard st 

CLARKE, SAMUEL, Sheffield Fruit Merchant July 31 ‘Villiam Trons, Sheffield 

CosToLow, THOMAS, Scarborongh July 15 FG & H E Smith, Brodford 

CROWE, WAL ER JOHN, Walthamstow June 14 Chas T Wilkinson,7 Cu'lum st 

DRAN. Jimes, Wiswell, nr Whalley, Tabovrer June 24 John Jas Briges, Padiham 

DEAN, JOHN, Plymonth June 19 C G Brian, Plymou'h 

DyzR, CATHERINE THISKLTON, Bexhill on Sea July 10 Merriman, White & Thomson, 
8, King’s Bench walk, Temple 

EATON. SOPHIA AVE, Balscote, nr Ranbury June 29 Bowkers, 11, Queen Victoria st 

F RD, Ge RGE, Woodchester, Glos Jnly 1 Winterbotham & Sons Stroud 

GANR, SRLINA ELIZA Ox’ord June30 A f Frankii:. Oxford 

GREATOREX, CHARLOTTE, Leicester Jnly 22 Wright. Son & Aysom, Leicester 

Greex, Dame Mary ELIZA, Southsea July 1 Hewitt, Woollacctt & Chown, 158, 
Leadenhal! st 

GREENHOUGH, SUSANNAH LEYLAND, Northwich June 24 W Clarke Deakin, North- 
wie 

GRELLIER, FREDERICK, Kennington Park pl 
ter row 

GouGcH. FANNIE ESTHER, Wellington, 
Bedford row 

GUILLET. JAMES CHARLES, The Grove, 
Sloane «t 

HADATH HEpwIn, Ulverston, Lancs, Estate Agent June 30 
U'verston 


Jaly 1 T Duerdin Du'ton, 80, Roches- 
July 1 Lydall & Sons, 87, John st 
June 30 Child & Child, 12, 


Hart, Jackson & Sons, 


Salop 


Hammersmith 


HENtY, WILLTAM, Willenhall, Staffs July 1 E Irwin Miller, Walsall 
Hicks, NORMAN, Horlev, Surrey June 24 H H Stockd»le Ross. Horley 


HOWARD, WILtraM StuART, Cheltenham, Chief Engineer ‘uly 10 Ronald McLaren, 
Cheltenham 

HuGurs, MARIA Gwynn, Valley rd, Streatham June 39 Theolore Goddarl & Co, 
10, S°rjeants' inn, Temple 

KIvon Josepn, "Istree, Herta, Farmer Jone 30 Boyes & 8». Barnet, Herts 

MICHARLS, Moritz, lIein mans, Elvin av, Wo l'en M rehant June29 Kerly, Sons & 
Karnth. 10 and 11, Ansti Friars 

MIDDLEMAS® HENRY Warrington crs \oids Vale, Publishers’ Clerk June 20 Cooper, 
Bak Roche & Fett -s, 6-7, Portman st, Portman sq 

NASH, JAMES, Hove, Fish Salesman June ‘9 © Osm n ‘Yard, H ve 

NELSOW THOMA’, Birmingham, Doctor June 25 Musgrove, Lee & Arthur Smith, 
Bi m*g am 

PERFY, Henry, T rquay ‘une 30 Sanders, Parish & Co, Rirmineham 

PRIAULX, Lt © lone’ Grovae KevpD4LL, Army and Navy Clab, Pall Mall July 1 
Sprechly Momfor! & Crig 10, New «q. Lircol’s inn 

Ross. Sipnry JoHN. Romford Ju'y 23 H W Guteri«, 116, Chancery In 

RUSSELL OF KILLOWEN, ELLEN Lad’ June 29 Charles Russ ll & Co, 37, Norfolk st 
Strand 

SMITH, JANE WHEATON, Ferriby Yorks July 15 Andw M Jackson & Co. “nll 

STA’ KIg, “ev HENRY ARTHOR, Settle. Yorks July & Robinson © Sons, Blackburn 

TAYLOR, WILLYAM Lewis, “utton June 24 F P Wondcock, 5. Holborn 

TAYLOR, Maj ®Ro K WILBRAHAM, RA, DSO, Blac heath Novi Surman & Co, 36, 
Lincoln's inn fields 

THOMAS, MARY PLIZABETH, Thu'loesq July 5 
ct, Walbrook 

TOWERS, MYL®s, G ee od4, nr Ulverston June 19 Martin & Atkinson, Ulverston 

TURNER. F LIx,S uth Shielde, Surgeon July 12 Herbert Denison, Leeds 


Charles Stevens & Drayton, 6, Bond 


* EST, Dame ANNI® KIRKPATRICK. Iverna gdns, Kensington July 14 Gush, Phillips, 
Walters & Williams. 3, Finsbury cir 

WIBLIV, ALFRED, Oxford June 30 4 H Franklin, Oxford 

WIDDOWSON,. FREDERICK, Nottingham, House Agent July 13 Ransom & Hutton, 


Nottincham 

Wooton EmILy, Thames Ditton, Surrey 
ct, Walbrook . 

London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 31. 

ADAM®, WILLIAM JAM¥s. Bromley, Kent, Bank Manager July 15 
Elliman. 21, Sou‘ hampton st 

BEAVER, Gronge Henry, Church st, Greenwich June 14 H B Sewell & Son, 26, Crcoms 
hill, Greenwich 

BOWEN, ALFRED, Wednesfield, Staffs, Hay Merchant June 21 A R Peavon, Wolver- 
hampton 


July 5 Charles Stevens & Drayton, 6, Bond 


Dalston, Sons & 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., LtD. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT. EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS 


which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 





THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 


a THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 





LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS 








Suitable Clauses for 
Licensed=Property, settlei by Counsel, will be sent ‘on application. 


IN ALi LICENSING MATTERS 
Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 


For Further Information, write: 2 4. MOORGATE ST,, E.C. 2 
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, BARAB, Bowdon. Chester July 3 Sedgley, Caldecatt & Co, Knutsford Squire, EDMUND Seuashs, Mange Hampstead, Solicitor July 1 Sharpe, Pritchard 
Palrfeld, af Baton June 24 Shipton & Ainsworth, Buxton New ot . oon 
ihe Cranio Haanrer GORDON, Inverness ter, Hyde Park July 15 Upperton & Stawant, Ro Seceme, Badulls, Ceylon June5 Stephenson; Harwood & Co, 31, 
‘sin i] 
BUCKLEY, JAMES, the Younger, Manchester, Bleacher July 5 Hockin, Beckton & | Surron, jan, Macclesfield June 20° H & Smale, Macclesfield a 
Hockin, Manches ter Tarrant, FREDERICK, Oakdale rd, 3trestham =Jaly 6 Brooks d& Haller, 20, Bucklore 


er amtar Pavuinn, South villas, Camden sq June 30 Pollock & Co, 6, Linco'n’s inn ury 
fie} THATCHER, JOHN HENRY, Oldham, Lancs, Cotton Spinner July 1 Cooper, Sons & M 
BURNETT, MARY GORDON, Sydney st, Chelsea June 17 Gedge, Fiske & Gedge, 10, Nor- Manchester : on f , — 
folk st, Strand eee MakyY, Stockton On Tees July 19 Archer, Parkin & Archer, Stockton op ° 


Toes, HenRy, St Mark's cres, Regent's Park, Director July 5‘ Gi White & Co, 
CmuncH, WiataM WorrtHincoron, Alderley Edge, Ches July Crofton, Craven & Co, Bedford row — . = 8 a 
ait, F Cape Town, South Africa June'4 Dowsons, 18, Adam st, Adelphi wheats - ~~ * sreeraes ee, See ee ee on 
CoopE, JANR, St Atistell, Cornwall. July 6 Coodes, St Austell, Cornwall WEEKS, ALFRED, Tufnell Park rd, Draper July 12 Biddle, Thorne, Welsford & Gait, — 
iM, WILLIAM, Liandudno Aug 1 Robert svholes & Co, Manchester 22, Aldermanbury , 
paleo shat Reed, Sebo -~ eg pare ¢ Sante, 2 Pon efract WioLasWoRTi. THowds WALKER, ee p. oo a sq, Barrister at Law July 12 
ge on “ 8 ori ce, e 7" Serjean nn eet s 
— yy Fin Form R A M C, Southsea, Hants ealy 1 Leighton & vere B.. -. Mary, Ludlow, Salop July 15 Chester, Broome & Griffithes, 96, 
s Ancoin's ing ford row aye 
Pavone up, Mancanet, St George's rd, Regent’s Park June 29 L2ndon & Carp2n-er, WHITBREAD, MARY LAURA, Scarborough July 6 W & \ S Drawbridge, Scarbo 
| WHITEHEAD, Car Apa, 8 boroug! Ss 
DICKERSON Srarnan Henry, 8t Gorran, Cornwall July 30 Coodes, St Austell, Cornwall | WarrgaEap, yng 7 ke, Kent, “ a de “we A. =i 
DovueLas, a Kgirn, Tientsin, China, Merchant July 11 Preston & Foster, Seveno iks 
Craia’s 't House, Charing Cross WHITWORTH, GEORGE CLIFFORD, St James sq July 1 Elwes & Miller, 8 & 9, Rasex at ey 
DURRLL, onaen South Woodf.r, Essex, Managing Director Juae 27 F B Beuton | Strand 
vi Coy, Mincing lane Hope, Dacty"*2 2: Meee 6 Ca nee Ww a ——. Kendtngien- gdos sq, Agent July 1 Miller & Smiths, a 
LLDING, 0} rby June 2 cw » rs Hall ct nnon 8 
FLeMING, RicHarD, Dorking une 30 Caporn & Campbell, St Bride’s H us*, Salis- | Writrams, EDWARD, Billesdon, Leicester July1 Ri iagte n & Son, 1, Fenchurch bldge 
y 3. Cac. dchbocki Suffolk, F j 30 WE Kersey, Ipswich vues, a Gloucester ye June r" R.. -— Birmingham 
OSDIKE, , 8 D () ‘armer June el | WORTHINGTON, JOHN ARTHUR, I ne rt 
Ofnt, ELISABETH/Lincoin, and Jone «tut, Digby, Lincoln June 20 Hebb &Siis, Lincoln | a_i ee obert Davies 
HALL) Bowaad SmrtTHx, Nevada, USA July1 Leighton & Savory, 61, Carey st | ZIPFEL, BARNARD, Norwich July 1 E E Blyth, LL D, Norwich 
Hap JAMES, Stockport, Cheshire’ Vet Surgeon July 18 sidebothaan Sidebotham, Reniden Gein, tities tas 
ondon e.-— , June 4. 
Huavon, Eiias, Ben Bhydding, Yorks June 3) R C Maude, Bradford | BARRETT, GEORGE, Bramley June 30 R Henry Mellersh, Godalming, Surrey 
HICKEs .jgngncn ALMER, Stonegrave, \Yorke, Farmer July 1 Pear.ons & Russell, | ganrow, Sir REUBEN VINCENT, Croyden, J P June 30 cs Parker, 17, , Monument st 
Houwxs, ALuunt, Bradford, Licensed Victualler June 30 Albert V Hammond, | Sowsms, Mewar Cantneren a Van ee ae ae oe ae 
Hognar, ELIZABETH, Isleworth, Middlesex June 29 Garner & Sous, Hounslow bor = bee oe oa Temp Werth Pinehieg, Paasterte Saraee July) Mamts) Gee 
. ~, . : arcou igs, Temple 
wanes og ys Pao ~~ eee July 20 Hall, Hawkins, | pupvon, KATE ELIZABETH. Leeds June30 Alfred Hatley, Leeds ; 
Jomngon, THOMAS, Kidderminster, Surgeor July 13 Geo A Weston, Kidderminster CAMERON, JOUR, South Shields, Marine Engineer July 20 Newlands & Newlands 
Kens, Janns, oy Montgomeryshire, Manufacturer Aig 1 James B Kerr, | CAMPBELL, DonoaR CHARLES, Manchester, Veterinary Surgeon July 13 Norton & 
Barn owe, Manchester 
Kinow, JOsEPa. Elstree, yh Farmer June 30 Boyes & Son, Barnet, Herts CHADBOURNE, WALTER, Mansfield, Farmer July 7 J E Alcock, Mansfield 
ees, Semeee, evens Se , Herne Hill July 15 E Clifford Webster, 61, Carey CRETEE, Guasacps, Chester houses, Geraldrd June 29 Dawes & fons, 2, Birchin In, 
Anco vombard st 
L SYDNEY, Aberystwyth, Card July 15 Joseph Davies & Son, Aberystwyth | nanwin, JoHN HENRY BRADSHAW, Blackpool June 39 Minor & Co, Manchester 
Ma fe ww Brierley Hill, ote Farmer July 15 Ryland, Martineau & Co, DorE, JOSEPH HENRY, Gosport July15 Hurford & Taylor, 10, Bedford ro 
oS ANOIS ee Strawberry Hill, Twickenham, Physician July 6 | Dove, Gen Sir BEAUCHAMP, Ce ue *S Richardson, Sadlers ‘ Cl 
jarold Marshall, Halifax | ENGLEDOW, ELIZABETH, Great Yarmouth July 1 Preston & Son, Norwich 
Marr, vv Alger-Mustapha (Algiers) July 1 Geo Robt Hubbard, 40, GREEN, Huwrr, Kingston on Thames, Furniture Dealer June 24 Durham & Charlton, 
" ngston on Tham 
MARTIN, CHARLOTTE ROADLEY, Bitterne July 13 Green, Moberly & Green, South- | Gamr, BS Bon {uneet Mewar uence, Ear], Howick Sept 30 Herbert Smitn 
ng regory, 6 on Wall 
Muang, THOMAS LAMBERT, St Andrew's pl, Regent's Park June 20 Routh, Stacey & | y4rrrweLt, HENRR, Hollinwood, Lancs, Joiner July 15 Rowntree & Ritson, Oldham 
ale. 14, Southampton st, Bloomsbury Chiswick July 1 Beor & Wilson | 248DCASTLE, FRANK HALLETT, St James'sat July 15 Thorowgood, Tabor & Hard 
Swansea fs: omg : - ; |  Gsonon Mon Yorks July 1~G & Neild, Leed 
IRST, RGE, Morley, Yorks July ranger e s 
Hou agen: York, Waggon —— Jaly 4 ey Kay, ey . & Co, | HODGES, CHARLES, Faversham, Licensed Victualler July 15 Smith & Payn, Favershant? 
Sle REDERICK KYLE, Stockport, Chester, aly 11 erns 0, | Hovarna, RopERt, Lower Burmah, India Sept 3 Ramsden & Co, 85, Grace 
P . church st 
Mornow, + poe Maky, Ashperton, He-eford June 24 Thos H Gallaher, Wor- | HOLT, SAMUEL, Mansfield, Notts, Quarryman July 3 Bryan & Armstrong, Mansfield — 
awa, SDwARD, Brady Street bl!gs, Whitechapel July 10 Geo Reader & Co, 35, Fg ag ~ yt By OL — — 7 ay terete Gio 
eman st ’ 
Renna, \ a GRORGE, > eeatnae Bucks July 8 Harold Fawssett, Hastings | Jongs, DAV ay * Lange, oT yay Se D hm Lampeter 
Ouse, 10, Norfolk st, Stran’ LONGWORTH, ELLEN lton July nder olden ton 
PaNZeERI, BENVENUTO, Hi gh st, Borough, Restauranter June 29 John Fenn, 181, Queen | MIDDLETON, ALIOR, Stretford, Lancs July6 Marriott & Co, Maneheste 
Vi st paven, Asenaanee MACDONALD, Birmingham, Doctor July 5 Blyth, "Dutton, Hart 
es 1- e HvuLMeE, Ontario,Canada June 30 Will H Paterson, Spencer House, Zé Blyth, — ee yy fe wren hg j eich 
pl quumnab PENC#, B pool July 13 John Ayrton, junr, ouse 
— THOMAS, Ryde, I of W, Undertaker July 13 Gunner, Wilson & Jerome, | Ranker, F Fanny LETITIA, Hyde, Ventnor, I of W June 24° Buckell & Drew, Ventaanl 
aan oe 4-3 Pork Butcher July6 R Bestens nes, Se at eee <~ ELIZABETH, Boscombe June 30 Mooring, Aldridge & Haydon, Bourne 
ty) AMES JOHN ton, Essex, Contractor June 29 ewe on, out! 
"be, Croo Crooms hill, Greenwich PIOKLES, SARAH, Halifax July 5 Godfrey Rhodes & Evans, Halifax 
ae dah & Willlane. he ay ConwaY, Carregiwyd, Anglesey July 1 Lloyd, | Pigott, Fn hype Tunbridge Wells July 14 Chas Sawbridge & Son, 68, 
- 8, Beaumaris, Anglesey Aldermanbu y 
> tre Sens ~ Soueiy Recans | STEWART, Dauntsey July 12 Morice, Strode & Son, 8, | ome, Lucy H&SLEN, > oete, ~_ pe es ——? —_ Creed, 2, + biden 
Serjean nn, Fleet st ENDELL, ALICE, Petworth st, Battersea Par! uly 1 Haro! e arcour'’ 
RICHARDSON, JAMES, Liverpool June18 Miller, Taylor & Holmes, Liverpool Te emple 
—_. oa Sir a Gases oa —_— —_ aye ay GOB, PC | wanes S en, a, +. ——— BERTRAM ROBINSON, Sandgate Juno & 
r 1 wranec, ter, Messer cholls, 14, Old Jewry chmbrs rockman, Folkestone 
a ones Walmer, Kent _ 29 Raahleigh & een 63, Lincoln's inn fields | sro0Ks, Ban Uy Evercreech, Somerset July 15 Laurence Graham & Co, 
USSELL ANCES, Portemout aly wr uthsea neo: 
SHERRINGTON, ye! yo oe mee oo Dede’ Lincoln s inv, Barrister at Law July 31 | | rome AGN is GLARIND A,B malo contr 4 = 1 — mg | Senne Oster a 
ge, orn & Sherrington, 31 row VEALE, CAROLINE, St. Auste Ornwa! uly 31 Coodes, St Aus rnwa 
pu. WILLIAM, Pakefield, Suffolk, Surgeon-General July 1 Cecil J Rawlinson & Som: | WOODROFFE, SOLOMON WILLIAM, Nottingham Jnly 8 Goodall, Brown & Willatt 
47, New Broad st } Nottingham 


= =I 





st, 
Cuprenion, 0 CAROLINE, Bournemouth June 29 R dpath, Marshall & Holdsworth, 23, 














ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING ORDER FIRST MEETINGS. 
RESCINDED. ACKROYD, REGINALD ERNEST, Bradford May 20 at Il a 


> 
Bankruptcy Notices. 
Jacobs, HERBERT MAURICE, Gerrard st, Leicester sq, Of Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
London Gazette.—Fripay, May 17. prt Hall Agent —_ Court Rec Ord, Jan 2| DE yoo, EDMOND, ee 7 a Dealer 

ADJUDICATIONS. u an 8 Annul and Resc, May 1 ay at 12 igtree In e 
Du Roxox, RpMoND, Rotherham sheM™eld Pet May 13 | HOLBROOK, ALBERT EDWIN, Abertillery, Mon May S| 
Ord May 13 London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 21. “. 11.30 Off Ree, 144, Commercial st, Newport, ‘ 

@ | 
SS Per nant ti Oca Way is Norfolk, Draper King's | . p a oe engen y MANN, ALFRED, Leeds, Chimney Sweeper May 30 at il : 
G Ww LEGG, JOSEPH, Burp ley ngine Tenter Burnley Pet , 24, Bond st st Leeds Bs 
“"Southamgten tee lane’ Roatnampe n, Fishmonger | ee ord May le Tuomas, DAvib, New Tredegar, Mon | May 28 at 11 Mf 
INGLIs, JoHN rary ensington High Court Pet | HART, > CHARLES, Summerdale, a ate Gunsmith Rec, 144, Commercia! st, Newport, ¢ 


Jan 15 Ord Mayl Brighton Pet Mayl6 0 May 16 


qj 
THomas, D. egar | MANN, ALFRED, Leeds, Chimn y Sweeper Leeds Pet May ADJUDICATIONS. : 
t. AYID, New Tredegar, sea-level: ‘ 15 an May 15 - a o aap o ote Bradford, Bradford Pet © 
Tv . e ‘ ALBERG, SIGISMUND oy Gt Tower st, Zetia 
vit eee _Lrennee. “Epewteny Tatler ‘Ipewich . Clerk High Court. Pet Miy 17) Ord May 17 undg, Josue, Burnley, Engine Tenter Burnley Pet 
HORNE, RANCIS BRAHAM rentwood, Essex, Auc- ay 14 a 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. tioneer Chelmsford Pet et May 16 gore a Mag 16 Hart, Canis, Summersdale, Chichester, Gunsmith = 


ay l4 Ord May 14 


GOODMILLE, JANIE CAROLINE, Canterbury | WaTKINS, WALTER, Sand ti Pet May16 Ord 
1916 Annul, May 7.1 is “Re: Ord, ed “Gorernment Clerk igh (Cour | ‘Pet ape? 23 3 ord ea haem les Head himy = Rad Leeds Pet May 
ayl7 ' 
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